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Mr. GRONNA. I have no objection to letting it go over until
Monday if it is desired.

Mr. OWEN. I ask that it may go over until Monday,

The VICII PRESIDENT. It will go over.

Mr. OWEN. My attention was distracted when the amend-
ment on page 83 was acted on. I desire to propose a certain
amendment to that section, and I move a reconsideration of the
vote by which the amendment was agreed to, for the purpose of
offering an amendment to it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to
reconsider.

The motion to reconsider was agreed to.

Mr. OWEN. 1 move to strike out the words beginning with
“ And provided further™ in line 24 to the end of the amendment
on page 84,

Mr. CURTIS. Let it be read.

The SecrETARY. On page 83 strike out the following words:

And provided further, That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, if
he deems it advisable and for the best interests of the Indians, may
invest the trust funds of any tribe or individual Indian in United
Btates Government bonds.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I have no objection to that
amendment, but I feel that I should state why this whole item
was put in. There is $11,000,000 of Indian funds in the Treas-
ury of the United States to-day not drawing a cent of interest.
This item was prepared by me, and agreed to by the committee,
so that the Indian Office could place this money in banks or, if
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs saw fit and thought it was
for the best interest, he might buy liberty bonds with the
$11,000,000. In addition to this $11,000,000 belonging to tribes
that draws no interest there is some thirty-odd million dollars
of individual funds drawing less interest than 4 per cent, and the
item was put in allowing the commissioner, if he thought best,
to invest either of these funds in liberty bonds.

Mr. OWEN. I can meet the point the Senator from Kansas
desires to reach by moving an amendment to insert that proviso
after the word “ therefor ” in line 22, so as to exclude the Five
Civilized Tribes.

Mr. CURTIS. I may state that the Senator from Oklahoma
desires to exclude the Five Civilized Tribes and the Osage
Tribe.

Mr. OWEN. Yes.

Mr. CURTIS. I have no objection to that, because all their
tribal funds are drawing interest.

Mr. OWEN. They aré all bearing interest. The funds re-
ferred to by the Senator from Kansas would not be affected by
the transfer I propose. I therefore move to transfer that pro-
vigo and to insert in line 24, after the words “ Civilized Tribes,”
the words * or the Osage Tribe of Indians.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amend.ment
will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 83, line 24, after the words “ Civi-
lized Tribes,” insert * or the Osage Tribe of Indians,” and trans-
fer the proviso at the end of the page, so it will come in line
22, after the word “ therefor.”

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

Mr. ASHURST. On page 67 two amendments were proposed
by the committee in reference to the Oregon items, one in line
12, regarding the numerals, and the other in line 17. I simply
ask for information, were those amendments agreed fo?

The VICE PRESIDENT. They were agreed to.

Mr. ASHURST. If no other Senator wishes to offer an
amendment and no other Senator wishes to discuss the bill, I
shall move an adjournment. !

Mr. OWEN and Mr. POINDEXTER addressed the Chair.

Mr., ASHURST. 1 withhold the motion for the present.

Mr. OWEN. I should like to make a point of order on the
amendment on page 63, beginning with line 11, down to line 21,
which would authorize the Secretary of the Interior to exercise
the duties of chief of the Five Civilized Tribes. I Wlll have to
ask for a reconsideration of that amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It went over.

Mr. OWEN. It went over on my suggestion.

Mr, SMOOT, I understood that it went over until Monday,
The Senator from New Mexico [Mr, Farr] is interested in the
same item. I do not know whether he desires to have it stricken
out or not.

Mr. OWEN. He is going to raise a point of order against it,
I understand, and that is what I desire to do myself, I have
no objection to its going over until Monday.

Mr. POINDEXTER. I offer the following amendment. If
there is any debate about it, I will be willing to have it go over,
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but I spoke to the chairman of the committee about it, and I
think he understands it.

Mr. ASHURST. Let it be read.

The SEcRETARY. At the proper place in the bill insert:

That there is hereby appropriated, out of the tribal funds of tlw
Yakima Indians in the Btate of Washington not otherwise appro
priated, to be charged to the tribal account, the sum of $2,000 to be
used by and under the direction of the Yakima Tribal Couneil for
expense in presentinfn Indian matters to the Government officials in
Washington City, or the employment of attorneys to assist them in
securing information relative to their tribal rights and property.

Mr. ASHURST. I am very familiar with the amendment.
Personally I have no objection to it. The item should come in
where the items relative to the State of Washington appear.

Mr., POINDEXTER. Yes; it relates to the Yakima Tribe
in the State of Washington. They have a number of disputed
rights, particularly in regard to water rights, which it is per-
fectly legitimate, in my judgment, for the Indian tribal council
to inform themselves about and be represented in. Of course
it will take some money to do that, and this appropriation is
confined to the tribal fund and payable out of the tribal fund.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be agreed
to, without objection.

Mr. GRONNA. 1 ask the chairman if the amendment which
was adopted by the commiitee this morning relating to the
per capita payment of the Menominee Indians has been
adopted?

Mr. ASHURST. No; that has not been adopted. It was not
n commitiee amendment, and therefore it has not been ngreed
to. I hope the Senator will bring it up Monday morning.

Now I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock p. m.} the
Senate adjourned until Monday, March 25, 1918, at 12 o'c'oclk
meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
A Saruroay, March 23, 1918.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Eternal and everliving God our Heavenly Father, from whom
cometh all wisdom, power, and goodness, help us with high
resolves and conseerated hearts to go forward, day by day, in
the grand eternal march of existence, to larger and nobler
attainments, as individuals and as a people, under the spiritual
leadership of the Lord Jesus Christ; for thine is the kingdom
and the power and the glory forever. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved.

WOMAN SUFFRAGE JN HAWAIL

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
bill 8. 2380, an act granting to the Legislature of the Territory of
Hawail additional powers relative to elections and qualifications
of electors, which was referred to the Committee on Territories
of the House of Representatives, be taken from that committee
and re-referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr, Speaker, what bill is it?

Mr. RAKER. This is the companion bill to the one which
the House transferred last week.

Mr. HAMLIN, What is the purpose of the bill?

Mr. RAKER. The purpose of the bill is fo give the I.egish-
ture of the Territory of Hawail the right to pass a law giving
women the right to vote.

Mr. CANNON. Is it for consideration now?

Mr, RAKER. No; this bill passed the Senate. The House
transferred the House bill a few days ago from the Committee
on the Territories to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. This
is simply a request to transfer this companion bill, which has
been passed by the Senate, to that committee,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF EEMARKS.

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing therein an
address delivered by my collengue, Mr. FamrerLp, at Gettys-
burg on February 22, 1918,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the IRecomp by incor-
porating therein a patriotic address delivered by Mr. Famm-
FreLp at Gettysburg. Is there objection?
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Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object—and
I do not intend to do so—was not that address inserted in the
Recorp by the gentleman from Ohio, Dr. Fess?

Mr. FESS. No.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

PROFITEERING IN RENTS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Mr. CARY. Mr. Speaker, I have a letter here written by one
of the profiteers, Guy S. Zepp, a contractor in the city of Wash-
ington, which casts reflections upon the chairman of the Com-
mittee on the Distriet of Columbia and, in fact, upon every
member of that committee. I have answered the letter, show-
ing that the man is entirely wrong. I think it would be well
to have this letter read to the House, but I do not wish to take
up the time of the House at this time.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman ask unanimous con-
sent to put it in the REcorp?

Mr. CARY. Yes; for the benefit of the House.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani-
mous consent to insert in the Rrcorp a letter about profiteering.

Mr. CARY. With my reply thereto.

The SPEAKER. With his reply thereto. Is there objection?

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, we
have been regaled of late quite often with these letters on
profiteering. 1 think the matter should be deferred until the
next District day. I therefore object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts objects.

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRTATION BILL.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I submit herewith for printing
under the rule a conference report upon the bill (H. R. 9867)
making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in appro-
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1918, and prior
fiscal years, on account of war expenses, and for other purposes.

The conference report and statement are as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT (NO. 405).

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
9867) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1918, and
prior fiscal years, on account of war expenses, and for other
purposes, having met, after full and free conference have
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective
Houses as follows: .

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7, 12,
15, 17, 31, 35, 45, 66, 68, 69, 70, 72, 74, 76, 77, 101, 102, 103, and
106.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 3, 6, 8, 11, 14, 19, 20, 22, 23, 24 26,
27, 28, 29, 80, 82, 33, 34, 38, 42, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54,
55, b6, 57, b8, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 67, 71, 75, 79, 81, 83, 87, 88,
01, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 104, 105, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111,
112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, and 118, and agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lien of
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:

“The President is authorized to acquire the title to the docks,
plers, warehouses, wharves, and terminal equipment and facili-
ties on the Hudson River now owned by the North German
Lloyd Dock Co. and the Hamburg-American Line Terminal &
Navigation Co., two corporations of the State of New Jersey,
if he shall deem it necessary for the national security and de-
fense: Provided, That if such property can not be procured by
purchase, then the President is authorized and empowered to
take over for the United States the immediate possession and
title thereof. If any such property shall be taken over as afore-
said, the United States shall make just compensation therefor
to be determined by the President. Upon the taking over of
said property by the President, as aforesaid, the title to all
such property so taken over shall immediately vest in the
United States: Provided further, That section 355 of the Re-
vised Statutes of the United States shall not apply to any ex-
penditures herein or hereafter authorized in vonnection with
the property acquired.”

Aud the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:

The fourth paragraph of section 12 of the “ Trading with the
;enﬁ:l_uy act,” approved October 6, 1917, is amended to read as

ollows <

“The Alien Property Custodian shall be vested with all of the
powers of a common-law trustee in respect of all property, other
than money, which has been or shall be, or which has been or
shall be required to be, conveyed, transferred, assigned, deliv-
ered, or paid over to him in pursuance of the provisions of this
act, and, in addition thereto, acting under the supervision and
direction of the President, and under such rules and regulations
as the President shall prescribe, shall have power to manage
such property and do any act or thing in respect thereof or
make any disposition thereof or of any part thereof, by sale
or otherwise, and exercise any rights or powers which may be
or become appurtenant thereto or to the ownership thereof in
like manner as though he were the absolute owner thereof:
Provided, That any property sold under this act, except when
sold to the United States, shall be sold only to American eciti-
zens, at publie sale to the highest bidder, after public adver-
tisement of time and place of sale which shall be where the
property or a major portion thereof is situated, unless the Presi-
dent stating the reasons therefor, in the public interest shall
otherwise determine: Provided further, That when sold at pub-
lic sale, the alien-property custodian upon the order of the
President stating the reasons therefor, shall have the right to
reject all bids and resell such property at public sale or other-
wise as the President may direct. Any person purchasing prop--
erty from the alien-property custodian for an undisclosed prin-
cipal, or for resale to a person not a citizen of the United States,
or for the benefit of a person not a citizen of the United States,
shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction, shall be
subject to a fine of not more than $10,000, or imprisonment for
not more than 10 years, or both, and the property shall be for-
feited to the United States. It shall be the duty of every cor-
poration incorporated within the United States and every un-
incorporated association, or company, or frustee, or trustees
within the United States issuing shares or certificates represent-
ing beneficial interests to transfer such shares or certificates
upon its, his, or their books into the name of the alien-property
custodian upon demand, accompanied by the presentation of the
certificates which represent such shares or beneficial interests.
The alien-property custodian shall forthwith deposit in the
Treasury of the United States, as hereinbefore provided, the
proceeds of any such property or rights so sold by him.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 4: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the sum proposed insert * $2,000"; and the Senate agree to the
same,

Amendment numbered 5: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of the
sum named in said amendment insert * $800,000": and the
Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out all
of the matter inserted by said amendment after the word
‘ Statutes,” in line 8, and insert in lieu thereof the following:
#$50,000 7 ; and the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: in lieu of the
sum named in sald amendment insert “ $35,000”; and the Sen-
ate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the end
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:
“ : Provided, That no part of this sum shall be expended on
this building until after the acceptance of such plans, specifien-
tions, and bids as will complete the building within the au-
thorized limit of cost.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the follow-
ing: “and including not to exceed $25,000 to be expended on
or adjoining other Government reservations or works for the
protection of the civil population”; and the Senate agree to
the same.

Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 183,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu
;)t the matter inserted by said amendment insert the follow-
ng:
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“ Quarantine service: For maintenance and ordinary expenses,
exclusive of pay of officers and employees, of quarantine sta-
tions, and including not exceeding $500 for printing, $25,000.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 21: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 21,
and ngree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu
of the sum named in said amendment insert * $10,000”; and
the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 25: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 25,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien
of the sum named in said amendment insert “ §$3,000,000”; and
the Senate agree to the same. *©

Amendment numbered 26a: That the House recede from its
disngreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 26a,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu
of the sum proposed insert “$600,0007”; and the Senate agree
to the same,.

Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and
agree io the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of the
sum proposed insert “ 5,000,000 ”; and the Senate agree to the
same.

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its
disngreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
sum proposed insert “ $26,358,176 " and the Senate agree fo the
same.

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
sum proposed insert “ $61,252,744 V' ; and the Senate agree to the
same,

Amendment numbered 40: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 40, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
s proposed insert “ $18,681,820 ”; and the Senate agree to the
same,

Amendment numbered 41: That the House recede from its
disngreement to the amendment of the Senate nuwmnbered 41, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In liea of the
sum proposed insert “ $9,194,100 ”; and the Senate agree to the
same. g

Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from iis
disngreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
sum proposed insert *$19,654,300 " ; nnd the Senate agree to the
same.

Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 44,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:

“ (lnims of officers and enlisted men for loss of private
property destroyed in the military service: Property belonging
to officers, enlisted men, and members of the Nurse Corps
(female) of the Army, which they are required by law or regu-
lations to own and use in field service in the performance of
their duties, which since the 5th day of April, 1917, has been,
or shall hereafter be, lost, damaged, or destroyed in the mili-
tary service, shall be replaced, or the damage thereto, or its
value, recouped to the owner as hereinafter provided, when such
loss, damage, or destruction has occurred or shall hereafter
oeccur without fault or negligence on the part of the owner in
any of the following circumstances:

“ Pirst. When such private property so lost or destroyed was
shipped on board an unseaworthy vessel by order of an officer
authorized to give such order or direct such shipment, or de-
stroyed by the enemy or by shipwreck.

“ Sevond. When it appears that such private property was
g0 lost or destroyed in consequence of its owner having given
his attention to the saving of property belonging to the United
States whiech was in danger at the same time and in similar
cirenmstances.

“ Third. When such private property Is destroyed or cap-
tured by the enemy, or is destroyed to prevent its falling into
the hands of the enemy, or is abandoned by reason of military
emergency requiring its abandonment.

“The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to examine
into, ascertain, and determine the value of such property lost,

- destroyed, captured, or abandoned as specified in the foregoing
‘ipuragmphs, or the amount of the damage thereto, as the case
! may be; and the amount of such value or damage so ascer-
tained and determined shall be paid from appropriations made
therefor, or such property lost, destroyed, captured, or aban-

doned, or so damaged as to be unfit for service, may be replaced

_in kind from Government property on hand by the supply officer

or quartermaster of the organization to which the person en-
titled thereto belongs or with which he is serving upon the
order of the commanding officer thereof.

“Tender of replacement or the determination made by the
Secretary of War upon a claim presented as provided for in the
foregoing paragraphs shall constitute a final determination
of any claim cognizable under this act, and such clalm shall
not thereafter be reopened or considered by any accounting offi-
cer or court of the United States.

“No claim arising under this act shall be considered unless
made within one year from the time that it accrued, or pre-
sented within six months after peace is established.

“For the payment of any awards hereunder there is appro-
priated the sum of $200,000.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 65: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 05,
and agree to the same with nn amendment as follows: On page
49 of the bill, in line 20, strike out the word “ Eighth ™ and in-
sert in lieu thereof the word “ Ninth™; and the Senate agree to
the same. :

Amendment numbered 73: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 73, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of
the sum proposed insert M $2,500,000"; and the Senate ngree to
the same.

Amendment numbered T8: That the House recede from iis
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 78,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien
of the sum named in said amendment insert the following:
“ $560,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary ”; and the
Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 80,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu
of the sum proposed insert * $150,000 ”; and the Senate agree to
the same.

Amendment numbered 82: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 82,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In leu
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:

“ For support of Indian day, boarding, and industrial schools,
in addition to the general and specific appropriations made for
that purpose in the Indian appropriation act for the fiscal year
1918, $250,000, or so much thereof as may be n : Pro-
vided, That the operation of the act of September 7, 1016 (35
Stat. L., 741), lmiting annual expenditures for support and
edueation of pupils in Indian schools to $200 per capita, is
hereby suspended during the fiseal year ending June 30, 1918:
Provided further, That no part of this sum shall be expernded
upon improvements or used to inerease the compensation of
employees.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 84: That the House recede from its
dizagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 84, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
sum proposed insert * $200,000"; and the Senate agree to the
same.

Amendment numbered 85: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 85, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 13
of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word
“ subsistence,” insert the following: “and not exceeding $5,340
for personal services in the District of Columbia™; and the
Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 8G: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 86, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 3
of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word “in-
creased,” insert the following: “during the fiscnl year 1918";
and in line 12 of the matter inseried by said amendment strike
out the following: “or which shall be made”; and the Senate
agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 89: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 89, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
g: sum proposed insert ** $500,000 " ; and the Senate agree to

same.

Amendment numbered 90: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 90, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the sum propoesed insert “ $300,000"; and the Senate agree to
the same, oty
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Amendment numbered 100: That the House recede from its
disagrecment to the amendment of the Senate numbered 100,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of
the sum named in said amendment insert “ £125,000 7 ; and the
Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 119: That the House recede from its
dizagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 119, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
sum proposed insert * $1,200,000"7; and the Senate agree to
the same,

Amendment numbered 120: That (he House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 120,
and agree to the same with an nmendiment as follows: In lieu of
the sum named in said amendment insert * $30,000 " ; and the
Senate ngree to the same.

SWAGAR SHERLEY,

Joux J. Eagax,

J. G. Caxmox,
Managers on the part of the House.

TooMmAs 8, MARTIN,

. W. UspERwooD,

F. E. WARREN,
Managers on the part of the Senale.

STATEMENT.

The managers on the part of the House at the conference
on the dissgreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments
of the Senate to the bill (H. . 9867) making appropriations
to supply urgent deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal
vear ending June 30, 1918, and prior fiscal years, on account of
war expenses, and for other purposes, submit the following
written statement in explanation of the effect of the setion
agreed upon by the conference committee and submitted in
the accompanying conference report as to each of said amend-
ments, namely :

On No. 1: Inserts the paragraph proposed by the Senate, au-
thorizing the President to purchase for the United States the
property on the Hudson River owned by the North German
Lloyd Dock Co. and the Hamburg-American Line Terminal &
Navigation Co., and climinates therefrom that portion of the
mnendment which provides that If the person entitled to receive
payment for the property is not satisfied with the amount de-
termined upon by the President such person shall be paid 75
per cent of the amount so determined by the President and
shall be permitted to sue the United States to recover such
further sum in addition to the 75 per cent as will be just com-
pensation for such property.

On No. 2: Inserts a substituie for the amendment of the Sen-
ate which modifies the fourth paragraph of section 12 of the
present trading-with-the-enemy act, as follows: Authorizes the
allen property custodian to dispose of property, other than
mouney, as though he were the absolute owner thereof instead
of under the existing law, which permits him to dispose of it
“only when necessary to prevent waste and to protect such
property.” ;

The substitute further provides, in lieu of the Senate require-
ment that property shall be sold only at public anction and to
the highest bidder, that any property sold, except to the United
States, shall be sold only to American citizens, at public sale
to the highest bidder, after public advertisement of the time
nund place of sale, which shall be where the property or a major
portion thereof is situated unless the President, stating the
reasons iherefor, in the public interest shall otherwise deter-
mine; and reserves to the alien property custodian, upon the
order of the President, who shall state the reasons therefor,
the right to reject all bids and resell such property at public
sile or otherwise as thé President may direet. The substitute
further provides a fine of $10,000 or imprisonment for 10 years,
or both, and forfeiture of the property to the United States
upon convictlon of any person purchasing property from the
alien property custodian for an undisclosed principal, or for
resale to a person not a citizen of the United States, or for the
benefit of a person not a citizen of the United States.

On No. 3: Appropriates $37,000 as proposed by the Senate,
instead of -$20,000 as proposed by the House, for salaries and
expenses of the Employees’ Compensation Commission,

On No. 4: Appropriates $2,000, instead of $5,000 as proposeid

by the Senate, and £1,500 as proposed by the House, for the.

Legislntive Reference Bureau of the Library of Congress.

On No. 5: Appropriates $800,000, instead of $1,018331 as
proposed by the Senate, for salaries and expenses of the War
Trade Board.

On No. 6: Appropriates $27,856.72, ns proposed by ihie Senate,
for contingent expenses of foreizn missions.

On No. T: Strikes out the appropriation of $20,000, inserted
by thie Senate, for transportation of diplomatic and consular
officers.

On No. 8: Appropriates 860,000, as proposed by the Senate,
for the relief and protection of American seamen.

On No. 9: Appropriates $50,000, instead of $300,000 as pro-
posed by the Senate, for emergencies arising in the Diplomatic
and Consular Service, and strikes out the authority for the
use of this sum for personal services in the Distriet of Columbia.

On No. 10: Appropriates $35,000, instead of $100,000 as pro-
posed by the Senate, for contingent expenses of United States
consulutes,

On No. 11: Appropriates $7,000 as proposed by the Senate,
instead of 83,500 as proposed by the House, for miseellaneous
contingent items in the Treasury Department.

On Nos 12 - Appropriates $5,000 as proposed by the House, in-
stead of $11,000 as proposed by the Senate, for furniture for
the Treasury Department. 2

On No. 13: Appropriates $500,000, as proposed by the Senate,
for beginning the construction of the Treasury Building Annex,
modified =0 as to provide that no part of the sum appropriated
shall be expended until after the aceeptance of such plans,
specifications, and bids as will complete the building within the
authorized limit of cost.

On No. 14: Appropriates $300,000, as proposed by the Senate,
for salaries and expenses of the Customs -Service in enforcing
the espionage act and trading-with-the-enemy act.

On Nos. 15, 16, 17, and 18, relating to the Public Health
Service: Appropriates $20,000 as proposed by the House, in-
stead of $50.000 as proposed by the Senate, for fuel, light, and
water for marine hospitals ; extends, as proposed by the Senate,
the use of the fund of £500,000 for the control of communicable
diseases in areas adjoining military and naval reservations to
other Government reservations and works for the protection of
the civil population, and strikes oui the increase of $25,000
proposed by the Senate; appropriates $25,000, instead of $30,000
as proposed by the Senate, for maintenance and ordinary ex-
penses of the Quarantine Service.

On Nos. 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, and 24, relating to the District of
Columbia : Appropriates $50,000, as proposed by the Senate, for
replacing the fenders of the Highway Bridgze across the Potomac
River; inserts the paragraph, proposed by the Senate, ex-
tending during the fiscal year 1918, the appropriation for paving
Park Road; approprintes $10,000, instead of $15,000 as proposed
by the Senate, for the use of school buildings as community
forums and civic centers; appropriates $5,000 as proposed by
the Senate, instead of $3,000 as proposed by the House, for re-
pairs to the fire boat; appropriates $12,000, as proposed by the
Senate, for a new elevator for the Emergency Hospital ; and ap-
propriates $66,700, as proposed by the Senate, for the extension
of water mains to accommodate the new temporary Govermment
office buildings. :

On No. 25: Appropriates $3,000,000, instead of $1,470,747.30 as
propesced by the Senate, for temporary employees for the War
Department.

On No. 26: Inserts the paragraph, proposed by the Senate, au-
thorizing the Chief of Ordnance to appeint an Army officer
serving in his oflice to act as disbursing officer for the payment
of civilian employees in the Ordnance Oflice during the fiscal
year 1918,

On No. 26a : Appropriates £600,000, instead of $488,000 as pro-
posed by the House, and $738,208.83 as proposed by the Senate,
for contingent expenses of the War Department,

On No. 27: Appropriates $280,809.95, as proposed by the Sen-
ate, for rent of buildings in the District of Columbia for the
War Department.

On No. 28: Inserts the paragraph, proposed by the Senate,
authorizing the Secretary of War to erect a telephone switch-
board building between Seventeenth and Eighteenth and I and
G Streets NW,, in the District of Columbia. y

On Nos. 29, 30, and 31, relating to armories and arsenals:
Appropriates $95,000, as propoesed by the Senate, for improving
the water-power plant at Rock Island Arsepal; strikes out the
appropriation of $100,000, proposed by the Senate, for the ex-
tension of the main office building at the Watertown Arsenal;
and makes a verbal correction in the text of the bill,

On No. 32: Appropriates $2,000, as proposed by the Senate,
for fuel for the Executive Mansion and greenhouses.

No. 33: Appropriates §1,500, as proposed by the Senate,
for heating offices, watchmen’s lodges, and the greenhouses at
the propagating gardens.

On No, 34: Appropriates 32,000, as proposed by the Senate,
for 1t‘ue! and - miscellaneous expenses of the Washington Monu-
ment,
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On No. 35: Strikes out the appropriation of $7,056.37 for re-
imbursement of the State of Massachusetts for expenses in sup-
plying State troops at the request of the United States marshal
at Boston.

On No. 36: Appropriates $5,000,000, instead of $5,500,000, as
proposed by the Senate, and $3,000,000, as proposed by the
House, for mileage of officers of the Army.

On No. 37: Appropriates $26,358,176, instead of $28,358,176,
as proposed by the Senate, and $23,293,076, as proposed by the
House, for regular supplies of the Quartermaster Corps.

On No. 38: Appropriates $4,500, as proposed by the Senate,
for the expenses of the New York war port board.

On No. 39: Appropriates $61,252,744, instead of $67,252,744,
as proposed by the Senate, and $52,151,604, as proposed by the
House, for barracks and quarters.

On No. 40: Appropriates $18,681,820, instead of $20,181,820,
as proposed by the Senate, and $13,996,820, as proposed by the
House, for water and sewers at military posts. y

On ‘No. 41: Appropriates $9,194,100, instead of $9,944,100, as
proposed by the Senate, and $7,303,800, as proposed by the
House, for roads, walks, wharves, and drainage at military posts.

On Nos. 42 and 43, relating to the construction and repair
of Army hospitals: Appropriates $19,654,300, instead of $21,-
274,300, as proposed by the Senate, and $18,000,000, as proposed
by the House, and inserts the language, proposed by the Sen-
ate, making the appropriation available for electrical work and
cooking apparatus.

On No. 44, relating to claims of offlicers and enlisted men of
the Army for loss of private property: Inserts a substitute for
the amendment of the Senate, which is printed in full elsewhere
in this report and which is self-explanatory.

On No. 45: Appropriates $27,096,100, as proposed by the
House, instead of $33,996,100, as proposed by the Senate, for the
manufacture of arms.

On No. 46: Appropriates $5,000,000, as proposed by the Sen-
ate, for terminal storage and shipping buildings for use of the
Ordnance Department of the Army.

On Nos. 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 64, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61,
62, 63, and 64, relating to the temporary office buildings in
Henry Park: Appropriates for the following additional em-
ployees, as proposed by the Senate: Assistant superintendent,
$2,000 ; messenger, $720; 3 electricians, at $1,000 each; 2 carpen-
ters, at $1,000 each; 2 general mechaniecs, at $1,000 each; chief
engineer, at $1,400; 4 assistant engineers, at $1,200 each; steam
fitter, at $1,080; 20 laborers, at $660 each; 20 guards, at $720
each; 1 forewoman of charwomen, at $300; and 20 charwomen,
at $240 each; omits 1 electrician, at $1,200, and 2 assistant en-
. gineers, at $1,400 each; provides, as proposed by the Senate,
that “the superintendent of the State, War, and Navy Building
shall serve as superintendent of buildings in Henry Park; and
appropriates $100,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the com-
pletion of said buildings.

On No. 65: Inserts the language, proposed by the Senate, au-
thorizing the Secretary of the Navy to contract for the heating
of the temporary office buildings in Potomac Park, if, in his
judgment, it would be more economical than to erect and op-
erate a separate power plant, and corrects an error as to the
location of one of the buildings on the Mall.

On No. 66: Strikes out the language, inserted by the Senate,
providing for the removal of the temporary office buildings in
Seaton Park within two years after the conclusion of the war
and the use of that park as part of the Botanic Garden,.

On No. 67: Provides that the maintenance and protection of
the temporary office buildings authorized in this act shall be
under the supervision and direction of the superintendent of
the State, War, and Navy Depariment Building, as proposed
by the Senate, instead of under the officer in charge of publie
buildings and grounds, as proposed by the House,

On Nos. 68, 69, and 70, relating to the Navy. Department:
Strikes out the appropriation, proposed by the Senate, of $1,575
for additional employees in the office of the Secretary of the
Navy and strikes out the appropriation of $1,000, proposed by
the Senate, for additional books.

On No. T1: Appropriates $5,499,737 as proposed by the Senate,
instead of $2,000,000 as proposed by the House, for tools and ma-
chinery plant for the Naval Gun Factory at Washington, D. C.

On No. 72: Strikes out the appropriation of $25,000 proposed
by the Senate, for contingent expenses of the Bureau of Ord-
nance of the Navy Department.

On No. 73: Appropriates $2,500,000, instead of $4,144,000 as

proposed by the Senate, and $750,000 as proposed by the House,
for maintenance of navy yards and docks.

On No. T4: Appropriates $2,750,000 as proposed by the House,
instead of $7,750,000 as proposed by the Senate, for temporary
hospital construction for the Navy.

On No. 75: Appropriates $2,500,000 as proposed by the Sen-
afe, instead of $500,000 as proposed by the House, for improve-
ments at naval ordnance stations.

On No. 76: Appropriates $1,570,000 as proposed by the House,
instead of $3,140,000 as proposed by the Senate, for improve-
ment and equipment of navy yards.

On No. 77: Appropriates $55,072.25 as proposed by the House,
instead of $222,935 as proposed by the Senate, for payment for
land at the Hampton Roads, Va., naval operating base.

.On No. 78: Appropriates $560,000, or so much thereof as may
be necessary, instead of $705,000 as proposed by the Senate, for
gle purchase of land for naval warehouses in South Brooklyn,

On No. 79: Appropriates $1,000,000 as proposed by the Senate,
instead of $500,000 as proposed by the House, for repairs and
preservations at navy yards and stations.

On No. 80: Authorizes the use of $150,000 instead of $200,000
as proposed by the Senate, and $100,000 as proposed by the
House, for pay of clerical, inspection, and other services under
the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts of the Navy.

On No. 81: Appropriates $1,180,000, as proposed by the Sen-
ate, instead of £800,000 as proposed by the House, for the con-
tingent expenses of the Marine Corps.

On No. 82: Appropriates $250,000 for the support of Indian
schools, without reference to the per capita cost of maintenance
therein, as proposed by the Senate, instead of under the limita-
tion of per capita cost as proposed by the House.

On No. 83: Strikes out the authority, proposed by the House,
for the use of not to exceed $£50,000 of the funds derived from
the sale of timber on the Red Lake Indian Forest, Minn.

On No. 84: Appropriates $200,000 instead of $250,000 as pro-
posed by the Senate, and $150,000 as proposed by the House, for
the examination and classification by the Geological Survey of
lands for enlarged homesteads, stock-raising homesteads, public
watering places, and stock driveways.

On No. 85: Appropriates $150,000, £s proposed by the Senate,
to enable the Bureau of Mines to make necessary investigations
in connection with the development of mineral products for use
in the war. >

On No. 86: Inserts the paragraph, proposed by the Senate,
adjusting the compensation of certain employees in St. Eliza-
beth's Hospital, modified so as to confine such adjustment to
the fiscal year 1918.

On No. 87: Appropriates $20,000, as proposed by the Senate,
for expenses of the Post Office Department in connection with
the enforcement of the espionage act and the trading-with-the-
enemy act.

On Nos. 88, 89, 00, 01, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, and 100,
relating to the Postal Service: Appropriates $300,000 as pro-
posed by the Senate, instead of $150,000 as proposed by the
House, for miscellaneous expenses at first and second class post
offices; appropriates $500,000 instead of $600,000 as proposed
by the Senate, and $400,000 as proposed by the House, for
vehicle service; appropriates $300,000 instead of $400,000 as
proposed by the Senate, and $250,000 as proposed by the House,
for mail-messenger service; inserts the limitation, proposed by
the Senate, upon the appropriation for the censorship of mails,
to prohibit the use of that sum for paying expenses of censor-
ing mail from the military foreces in Europe which has been
censored in Europe; appropriates $60,000, as proposed by the
Senate, for the manufacture of postage stamps; appropriates
$700,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the manufacture of
stamped envelopes; appropriates $180,000, as proposed by the
Senate, for the payment of indemnity on lost domestic mail
matter; appropriates $160,000, as proposed by the Senate, for
stationery; appropriates $10,000, as proposed by the Senate,
for the repair of stamps and stamping devices; appropriates
$35,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the shipment of sup-
plies; appropriates $40,000, as proposed by the Senate, for
equipment for city-delivery service; and appropriates $125,000,
instead of $250,000 as proposed by the Senate, for mail bags.

On Nos. 101, 102, and 103, relating to the Department of
Justice: Strikes out the appropriations inserted by the Senate,
as follows: $2,500 for furniture and repairs, $2,500 for sta-
tionery, and $7,600 for miscellaneous items.

On Nos. 104, 105, and 106, relating to the Coast Survey:
Appropriates, as proposed by the Senate, for three dynamo
tenders at $1,080 each and three laborers at $840 each; strikes
out the appropriatior of $8,000 for additional expenses in the
preparation of charts,

On Nos. 107 and 108, relating to the Lighthouse Service: Ap-
propriates $15,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the installa-
tion of an electrically operated fog-signal whistle on the east
breakwater at Nantucket, Mass.; appropriates $150,000 as pro-
posed by the Senate, instead of $100,000, as proposed by the
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House, for reestablishing and repairing structures on the Af-
lantie coast damaged or destroyed by ice or storms.

On Nos. 109, 110, 111, 112, 118, 114, 115, 116, and 117, relating
to the Senate: Appropriates for items under the Senate in the
amounts and in the manner proposed by the Senate.

On No. 118: Appropriates for two additional telephone op-
erators at the rate of $900 each for the House of Representa-
tives from April 1 to June 30, 1918,

On Nos. 119 and 120, relating to the Govermment Printing
Office : Appropriates $1,200,000 instead of $1,585,841.49 as pro-
posed by the Senate, and $1,000,000 as proposed by the House,
for printing and binding for the War Department; and appro-
priates $50,000, instead of £100,000 as proposed by the Senste,
for printing aud binding for the Navy Department.

SwaeAr SHERLEY,

Jonx J. BEacax,

J. G. Caxxox,
Managers on the part of the Housc.

STANDARD WEIGHTS OF FLOUR, MEAL, ETC,

AMr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, yesterday I introduced a bill:

(H. R. 10957) to establish the standard of welghts and measures
for flours, meals, and éommercial feeding stuffs, and for other
purposes, and It was referred to the Commitiee on Agriculture.
I think it should properly have been referred to the Committee
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and I ask uu'mimous con-
sent to have it so referred,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent to re-refer the bill H. It. 10957, which fixes the weight
of flour and meal, from the Committee on Agriculture to the
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, Is there ob-
Jection?

Mr, McLAUGHLIN of Michigan, Mr. Speaker, reserving the
right to object, has the gentleman conferred with the chairman
of the Committee on Agriculture respecting this?

 Mr, ASHBROOK. I have not; but I introduced the bill myself,
and it refers to the fixing of standard weights and measures of
these commodities, and should properly go to the Committee on
Coinage, Weights, and Measures.

Mr, McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Will not the gentleman be
willing to wait until Mr. Lever, the chalrman of the Committee
on Agriculture, is present?

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

ENNOLLED BILL SIGNED.

The SPEARKER announeed his signature to cnrolled bill of
the following title:-

8. 3689. An act authorizing the Postmaster General to cancel
or readjust the sereen-wagon contract of . I, Hogan, at Xan-
sas City, Mo.

CIVIL-SERVIUE EXAMINATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT.

Mr. GODWIN of Norih Carolina. Mr. Speaker, T call up the
conference report on Senate joint resolution 117, amending the
act of July 2, 1909, governing the holding of civil-service ex-
aminations, and move its adoption.

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the eonference report.

The Clerk read the conference report as follows:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the joint resolu-
tion' (8. J. Res. 117) amending the act of July 2, 1909, govern-
ing the holding of civil-serviee examinations, lm\'ing met, after
full and free conference, have agreed to recommend and do
recommend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from it& disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Honse numbered 1, 2, and 3, and agree to the same.

H. L. Gobwix,
.. D, CARTER,
Manwgers on the part of the Howsc.
Kexsera McKELvan,
REED SMmooT,
Managers on the part of the Senalc.

The SPEAKER.
ence report. .

Mr. CANNON. My, Speaker, will the gentleman make a state-
ment in respect to this? :

Mr, GODWIN of North Caroling. AMr. Speaker, the Senate
receded from its disagrecment to the amendments of the House,
and agreed to adopt the resolution as it passed the House.

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, this is signed by all of the con-
ferees?

Mr. GODWIN of North Carolina. It is signed by two and the
other I counld not gef, because he was out of the city,

The question is on agreeing to the confer-

own country and their own service for the medals,

Mr. GILLETT. I understand that one of the conferees did
not have any notice of the conference and knew nothing about it.

Mr. GODWIN of North Carolina. His office was called up
twice, but he was away, his secretary told me, attending the
funeral of the late Representative Carstick in New Jersey. The
Senate withdrew its disagreement to the House amendment.
There conld not have been any controversy.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer-
ence report,

The conference report was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. This is Unanimous Consent Calendar day.

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Ohio rise? ;

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
one minute's time in order to make a statement to the House.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio nsks for one min-
ute. Is there objeetion?

Mr. WALSIL What is it about?

. Mr, ASBHBROOK. 1Well, I can explain to the gentleman in
one minute. During the past week I have had referred to me
by Members of this House I presume at least 100 letters con-
cerning the bill H. R, 2878.

Mr. WALSH. T have no objection.

Mr. ASHBROOK. There seems to be some sort of a propa-
ganda going around about this bill of which I have no knowl-
edge. The bill is a bill introduced by the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. Trisox] to regulate and control the manu-
facture, sale, and use of weights and measures and of weighing
and measuring devices. These letters all read about the same,
and I will read one paragraph from this letter:

We are advised there is now 2Ju:m‘.li::u; before Congress a resolution
fm' the withdeawal of H. the Committee on Celnage,

Welghts, and Measures in order to permit action upon Iit.

I wish to say to the House that the anthor of this bill has
made no request to have the bill considered and the eommittee
has not considered the bill, and so far as I know there has not
been a resolution introduced in {he House asking to have the bill
withdrawn from the Coinage, Weights, and Measures Committee.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Is that in reference to the metric
system?

AMr. ASHBROOK. That is the bill 2o ealled the gentleman re-
ferred to; yes, sir.

The SPEAKER. To-day is Unanimous Consent Calendar day,
and the Clerk will report the first bill

YOCATIONAL EDUCATION.

The first business in order on the Calenduar for Unanimous
Consent was the joint resolution (8. J. Res. 110) to amend an
act entitled “An aect to provide for the promotion of voeationnl
education,” approved February 23, 1917.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD, Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
jeet, I am authorized by the gentleman from Florida [Mr.
Sears] who reported this bill to say that this matter has been
covered in the urgent deficiency bill just agreed to in confer-
ence and to object to it and to move to lay the biil on the table,

The SPEAKER. The genfleman from Wisconsin moves to
lay this bill on the table for the reason stated.

The motion was agreed to.

AMEDALS OR DECORATIONS FROM FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS,

The next business in order on the Unanimous Consent (%nl-
endar was the bill (8. 2796) to permit American citizens fo
wear medals or decorations received from certain foreign coun-
tries on entering the military or naval service of the TUnited
States, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the bill by title.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, there is objection to the bill.
I spoke to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SHALLENBERGER],
from the Committee on Military Affairs, some days ago, and he
stated that the committee did not intend to push the bill, so 1
will ask that it be passed over until he comes in.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks to pass over this bill
without prejudice.

Mr, MONDELL.

Mr. PADGETT.

Mr. MONDELL.
this legislation?

Mr. PADGETT. The objection is that the Navy Department
wrote me a letter objecting to if, so far as that Gepartment
was concerned, on the groumnd that our men should not receive
medals from other countries; that they should look fo their
I had an

Will the gentleman yield to me?
. Yes, sir,

What is the character of the objection to
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official letter from the Secretary of the Navy on the matter,
and I spoke to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SHALLEN-
BERGER] about it, and he said, having given it further considera-
tion after he reported it, that he was inclined to the same
opini(‘)lu; that he did not intend to push the bill or to have it
ass

Mr. MONDELL. Is there objection from the War De-
partment?

Mr. PADGETT. I do not know about the War Department.
I am not advised.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to passing this bill over
without prejudice?

Mr. FOSTER. As I understand it, the gentleman wants to
pass it over temporarily until the gentleman from Nebraska can
come in. ;

The SPEAKER. That is all right. -

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to
object, I do not object to the bill being kept on the calendar,
but I do not want it taken up again during the day, and unless
it can be passed over until some other day I shall object.

The SPEAKER. What does the gentleman from Tennessee’

say?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, in view of the statement
made by the gentleman from Alabama, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill be placed at the foot of the calendar.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks that
the bill be passed without prejudice and put at the foot of the
calendar. Is there any objection to that? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none.

MEDALS OF HONOR AND DISTINGUISHED-SERVICE MEDALS.

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous
Consent was the bill (8. 1720) to provide for the award of
medals of honor and distinguished-service medals.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, this is a most important bill,
and I do not think it should be considered by unanimous con-
sent, and therefore I object.

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman withhold the objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. I will withhold the objection.

Mr. MADDEN. I hope there will not be any objection to
this bill. This is a matter that relates to our own soldiers and
sailors.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I think some such bill should be passed, but there is a committee
amendment to the bill which is very objectionable, and unless
some understanding can be had in regard to that particular
feature of the bill I agree with the gentleman from Wisconsin
that the bill ought not to be considered at this time. This
amendment would open all the military records of the past to
search with a view to granting these new medals for alleged
acts of gallantry or merit in all the years that have passed.
In that respect it changes very profoundly the character of the
bill as the Senate passed it. It is a matter of such importance
that it ought not to be considered now unless there can be an
understanding in regard to that particular section.

I do not see any member of the Military Committee here
prepared to make a statement with regard to the bill.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill may be passed over without prejudice and take
its place at the foot of the calendar.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks that
the bill be passed by without prejudice and go to the foot of
the calendar. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

GEORGIA EXPERIMENT BSTATION.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the joint resolution (H. J. Rtes. 231) authorizing the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to certify to the Secretary of the Treas-
ury for payment, and the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, the
appropriation for the Georgia Experiment Station of the State
of Georgia, under act of March 4, 1917, for the fiseal year end-
ing June 30, 1918, to the board of trustees of the Agricultural
and Mechanical College of the State of Georgia, and for other
purposes.

The bill was reported by title. .

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I would like to have the attention of the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. Wise] who has charge of this resolution. I shall
not object to the resolution provided the gentleman offers an
amendment, which I think he is prepared to offer, making it
clear what appropriations are to be paid to this college.

Mr. WISE. I have an amendment of that kind.

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman has such an amendment,
and there are two other amendments to which I desire to ecall
the gentleman's attention. On page 5, line 3, the word * here-
after ” is used. That word is entirely superfluous, because that
particular part of the resolution refers to the payment of a
specific appropriation. There is no necessity for using the
word “ hereafter " in that connection. Without that word both
the Secretary of Agriculture and the Secretary of the Treasury
are directed to make this payment for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1918. “So that is entirely superfluous.

Now, in line 8, the word “all” is used. The objection to the
use of that word is this, that while it is the intent and purpose
to direct the Secretary of Agriculture to pay future appropria-
tions to this particular institution, it is not intended, I assume,
to direct him by congressional action to pay them to this insti-
tution if conditions should change in the institution whereby it
failed some time in the future, some failure not now existing in
connection with the present situation, to do its duty in the
expenditures of these funds. The bill is just as strong without
the use of the word “all,” except that it does not project the
congressional direction to the end of time and without regard
fo new conditions that might arise. And let me suggest to the
gentleman that some time in the future the Georgia Legislature
might create a new condition if they desired to have the fund
transferred, in which case the word “ all ” would stand as a bar
to doing that. I assume the gentleman does not care to go
that far.

Mr. WISE. No. I will state to the gentleman I did not con-
strue this as the gentleman does. However, I have no objection
to that amendment. The gentleman will notice that this appro-
priation is to be made in accordance with the act of the Géneral
Assembly of Georgia, which directs the appropriation to a cer-
tain institution.

Mr. MONDELL. That is true.

Mr. WISE. Now, if the general assembly should amend that
act, I do not think the word “ all” would make any difference.

Mr. MONDELL. Still the word “all” in an act of Congress
would stand as a bar as to a change of law by the Georgia
Legislature, and, further, it would compel the Secretary to pay
the money to this institution, although it failed to properly
expend the funds. If the gentleman will accept these amend-
ments, I shall not object.

L[r'.’ WISE. I have no objection to striking out the word
““ nll.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to object,
the directors of the Association of Agricultural Colleges and
Experiment Stations have taken action in opposition to this bill.
They predicate their opposition to it on fundamental grounds
that are vital in the expenditure of Government funds for the
use of experiment stations in the respective States. They claim
that it is vital, if the agricultural interests of this country are
going to have the benefits from the utilization of the various
funds that Congress appropriates under the Morrill Act, under
the Hatch Act, under the Adams Act, under the Smith-Lever
Act, that there should be some concentration of those funds in
one agenecy in each State. They think that it is a pure waste
of Government funds to allow this money to be appropriated
for the benefit of this isolated experiment station, as it is pro-
posed in this case, where that experiment station receives no
appropriation from the State to support its activities and where
it does not receive any educational benefit or direction from the
said institution. This is an isolated case, one thut has never
been before presented to the attention of the House.

At the time of the passage of the Hatch Act, as I reecall, in
1887, there were experiment stations located in three States
independent of support from agricultural colleges. But it has
been the purpose of all the legislation since then that the ap-
propriations that have been made by Congress should be at the
disposal of some central authority in the State. This seeks to
except that and allow theseé funds to go to an experiment sta-
tion whiclhh receives substantially no support from the State
whatsoever.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, I want to ask the gentleman if
it is his purpose to object.

Mr. STAFFORD. If the gentleman will permit, the Secretary
of Agriculture is strongly opposed to this bill, the representa-
tives of the Association of Agricultural Colleges and Experiment
Stations are unitedly in opposition to it, and opposed to the
policy as establishing a precedent, and under those circum-
stances I feel obliged to object——

Mr. CRISP. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that for 29
years the Government has continued to pay the money allotted
to Georgia under the Hatch Act to this institution, and that the
Committee on Agriculture has unanimously recommended that
this bill pass; that this bill does not cost the Government one
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cent, and that the present Secretary of Agriculture for three
years has paid this money to this institution, and that all Secre-
taries for 29 years have paid it, up to this year? This bill
simply requires that he shall continue to pay the money allotted
Georgia to this institution, as it has been paid for 29 years.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gentleman’s
statement that this has the unanimous approval of the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, I may say that in talking to one promi-
nent member of that commitiee he stated it was not his inten-
tion to favor, as this law does, for all time, the use of the appro-
priation of the Federal money to this experiment station, but
it should only go temporarily, until the State of Georgia by its
legislation could rectify the condition. I have no objection to
allowing this fund to go temporarily to the State, but when the
Secretary of Agriculture and the Association of Agricultural Col-
leges and Experiment Stations take the united stand that this
is against the best interests of agriculture in this country—and
I may say parenthetically that I have given more than usual
attention to this bill, because——

Mr. CRISP. I admit that the gentleman is an authority on
agriculture.

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman may be sarcastic, but when
the representatives of the Association of Agricultural Colleges
" and Experiment Stations come to me and present their case I
assume it is my duty to give them a hearing, and I have
done so, because I want to do no injustice to the State of
Georgia. I can say that I have no objection to this money being
appropriated temporarily for the use of this station. The only
money that is appropriated for its use is by Congress, which
would constitute such a precedent that I am constrained to
object.

Myr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan.
tleman yield?

Mr. STAFFORD. I will withhold the objection, allowing the
gentleman from Michigan, who is a member of the committee,
to make a statement.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, this bill was
referred to the Committee on Agriculture, of svhich I am a mem-
ber, and referred by the committee to a subcommittee of which
I became a member, and I know something about it.

The act of Congreas under which this money is payable to
the States provides among other things that an annual appro-
priation shall be made to experiment stations organized in a
certain way at the time that the act was passed. The station
in Georgia was net organized until a little later, a little more
than n year later, as I remember, but each Secretary of Agri-
culture, from the time the station was organized in Georgia
until this very year, has recognized it as the proper institution
in Georgia to receive the money, and out of annual appropria-
tions the allotment was made to this institution in Georgia
during these years—29 years in all. It seemed to our committee
that this institution, meeting all the requirements of the law
and having been recognized so long, ought to continue to be
recognized.

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Szarrorp] says that the
Secretary of Agriculture is strongly opposed to this act. The
Secretary of Agriculture was twice asked, once by the Commit-
tee on Agriculture as a whole and later by the subcommittee of
that committee, to communicate with it and to state his rea-
sons, because we respect him and his opinions; and if one will
read what the Secretary has said in both of his communications
he will find that there is absolutely nothing in the Secretary’s
statement in support of the gentleman’s objection except that
the institution does not strictly come within the provisions of
the law, because it was organized, as I say, about a year after
the law was passed. Peruse the statement made by the Secre-
tary and peruse hiz report, his communication to the com-
mittee and to the subcommittee, and you will find nothing,
except what I have stated, to justify the statement of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin that the Secretary of Agriculture is
opposed to this bill.

Now, in my judgment, as a member of the committee and as
a member of the subcommittee, this institution in Georgia
justifies and, during the years past, has justified the payment
of the money to it by the Secretary of Agriculture, and it
seems to me the statute of limitations runs against the proposi-
tion' that the money ought now to be withheld. There is no
question as to the character of the institution. There is no
question but that the money has been properly used. There
is a difference of opinion in Georgia, which has arisen lately,
some jealousy between the heads of the different institutions
in that State, and the head of one of the institutions that has
not been receiving any of this money thinks his institution
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Mr. Speaker, will the gen-

ought to receive it; or, at least, his feeling against the insti-
tution at present receiving it is such that he would be willing to
deprive that institution of the benefit of the money.

In my judgment the bill is right. Perhaps it would be better
if the word * hereafter " were stricken out. Perhaps it would
be better and safer if the amendment suggested by the gentle-
man from Wyoming [Mr. MoxbpeELr] were followed, to strike
out the word *all.” But this year's money ought to be paid
to that institution in Georgia, and the statements of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin are not borne out by the facts as they
have been brought to the attention of the Committee on Agri-
culture and as I believe they exist. [Applause.] -

Mr, MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp] objects to the
glentsure on the ground that it establishes a dangerous prece-

ent.

Well, it was contemplated at the time of the passage of the
Morrill and Hatch Acts and realized when these other acts
were passed that conditions might arise when it would be
necessary for Congress to designate specifically the institution
which was for the time at least to receive the funds. Such a
condition has arisen in Georgia. The only objection to the
legislation as reported is that, without striking out the word
“hereafter " and the word “all,” it might be held to fix for
all time the appropriations in this institution, without regard
to changing conditions there, either through the act of the
Georgia Legislature or by reason of the failure of the insti-
tution in future to comply with the law. But with the amend-
ment I have suggested we are following out the spirit of the
Hatch Act in designating, where there is a difficulty of this
kind and a misunderstanding, the institution that is to receive
the m(éney, so long as it complies with the provisions of the
act and——

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; in just a moment. So long as the.
moneys are properly expended.

Now, if you will strike out the word “ hereafter” and the
word “all,” it simply provides that last year's appropriation
shall be paid to that institution and future appropriations shall
be pald—future appropriations, so long, of course, as the insti-
tution qualifies and continues to qualify under the acts—and
there is no doubt about the moneys having been properly spent
and about the institution having done good work.

Now I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. STAFFORD. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that
the governor of Georgia had a conference with the Secretary of
Agriculture here at Washington, at which representatives of
the State of Georgia were present, and it was agreed between
the governor of Georgig and the Secretary of Agriculture that
a bill giving temporary relief should be introduced, so that the
State of Georgia might take action whereby this fund would be,
as in other States, distributed through the State college of agri-
culture or the State university?

The bill as presented in that form was not, although it had
the full approval of the governor of the State, accepted by the
local representatives of the State of Georgia. Furthermore, if
the gentleman will permit, in view of the statement made by
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. McLaveHLIN], it seems
indeed strange that in reporting the bill in this form no refer-
ence whatsoever is made in the report to the attitude of the
Secretary of Agriculture, nor is any reference made in that
report to the letter in which he objected to the bill in its
present form.

I said in the beginning that I have no objection to the State
of Georgia getting this money temporarily, until the State of
Georgia can correct its laws whereby this fund can be utilized,
as in other States, through one central agency.

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman refers to the consul-
tation of the representatives of Georgia where the Secretary was
present. I happened to be one of them. The gentleman is in
error when he says they agreed upon a resolution to take care
of this institution temporarily. The first proposition we indi-
cate is to pay this money to the State university, a purely liter-
ary institotion. -

Mr. STAFFORD. Was not the proposition to have this money
go to the central institution and have that institution use it in
connection with its other agricultural activities?

Mr. WISE. For 29 years it has been paid in accordance with
the laws of Georgia.

Mr. STAFFORD. In the Morrill Act, in the Hatch Act, and
in the Lever Act it was provided that the money should go to
one cenfral body in the State, to be used and coordinated in
agricultural pursmits, whereas, if this bill passes, this money
goes to this experiment station, as it has gone for 29 years past,
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an institution for the support of which not one cent has been
appropriated by the State of Georgia.

Mr. WISE. The gentleman is in error about that.
very ‘case the Morrill fund goes to the State university.

Mr. STAFFORD. I am quite aware of that.

Mr., WISE. Originally the Secretary of Agriculture insisted
that this should go to the State university ; but later, when he
was informed that they had a State agricultural college, which
is under an entirely separate and distinet board of trustees,
he changed his view and said that the funds might go to the
State agricultural college.

Mr., STAFFORD. Certainly, he wants it to go to some cen-
tral institution whieh has support from the State and not to
an institution like thiz experiment station, which has no sup-
port from the State.

Mr. WISE. The gentleman is in ervor about that,
have some support from the State.

Ar. STAFFORD. How much?

Mr. WISE. The gentleman gaid it had none.

, Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, well, a trifling amount,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr, STAFFORD. I object.

Mr. WISE. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be passed
over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani-
mous consent that the bill be passed over without prejudice. Is
there ohjection?

AMr. STAFFORD. I object.

Mr, McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. WIill the gentloman reserve
his objection for a moment? Will the gentleman consent if the
word * hereafter " is siricken out, so that it will apply only to
this year?

Mr, STAFFORD. 1 stated to the gentleman In my initial
remarks that I have no objection whatsoever to this money

-being allotted to this experiment station for this year, until the
Siate of Georgia can provide for its future distribution, so as to
conform to the way theze appropriations are distributed in
other States,

Mr. WISE. If the gentleman will permit me, right there T
should like to state that if you confine this to the present ap-
propriation, which expires on June 30 with the fiscal year, the
General Assembly of Georgia does not meet until the latter
part of June. The appropriation, that has already passed this
House and the Senate and is now, or soon will be, in conference,
provides for the next fiscal year. It is a matter of impossibility
to get men who are qualified to run this institution to take the
place with the fact staring them in the face that there is no
appropriation and no act of the general assembly which will
take care of the siiumation, because they will not quit places
which they are qualified to fill and go down there aud take the
position on an uncertainty. This resolution undertakes to pro-
vide for that by making the next appropriation available.

Mr, STAFFORD. I will go further, because it was my origi-
nal intention, as indicated by my statement, not to object to a
remedial measure aunthorizing the payment of these funds to
this experiment station until the Georgia Legislature can act,
so as to correct the conditions and conform to the conditions
in other States. That is tLie position of the Secretary of Agri-
culture, That position Las the support of Gov, Dorsey, of your
State. I am not unreasonable when I take this position.

Mr. WISE. The gentleman says it has the support of Gov.
Dorsey. Gov. Dorsey was up here trying to get this money, and
he did agree to things that ordinarily probably he would not
ngree to, except for the emergency that exists. Now, with the
amendment that the gentleman from Wyoming suggests it seems
to me it onght to meet the criticism of the gentleman from Wis-
consin.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin with-
draw his objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not. I object, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thought perhaps gentlemen had
patched up a compromise. The gentleman from Wisconsin ob-
jects, The bill will be stricken from the calendar,

PUBLIC QUARTERS FOR OFFICERS OF THE NAVY AND MARINE CORPS.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (8. 3406) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to
determine where and when there are no public quarters available
for officers of the Navy and Marine Corps.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman froin Massachusetts objects.
The bill will be stricken from the calendar.

In this

1t Jdoes

PAYMENT OF GUX POINTERS AND GUN CAPTAINS,

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was
the bill (8. 3445) to authorize the payment of gun pointers and
zun caplains while temporarily absent from their regnlar sta-
tions, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar,

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
%{1;& llJlll be considered- in the House as in Committec of the

Vhole. :

The SPEAKER. The genileman from Tennessee asks that
this bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the
Whole. Is ithere objection?

There was no objection.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, cte., That during the period of the present war any
enlisted man of the Navy or Marine Corps who has qu ed, or who may
hereaflter lify, as a gun pointer or gun captain, and who has been, or
may hereafter be, detalled as gun pointer or gun captain for a gun of
the class for which gqualified, shall be entitled to the additlonal pay now
or hereafter provided for such qualification and detail while temporarily
absent by proper authority from the place where ordinarily red to
perform duty under such detail, or while performing temporary duty
which is not connected with such detall as gun pointer or gun eaptain.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly
read the third time and passed.

On motion of Mr. PapgETT, 2 motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table,

INDIANHEAD RAILROAD.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (IL R. 6982) to authorize and empower the Secre-
tary of the Navy to enter into and contract for the eonstruction
of a line of railway from a point in the Distriet of Columbia to
Indianhead, Md.

The Clerk read ihe title of the bill

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Reserving the right to object,
I wish to say that I do not desire to question the advisability of
the construction of this railroad. Neither do I wish in any way
to obstruet the building of the road, because it may be neces-
sary; but I do very seriously object to the way in which this
bill is drawn. Originally it was drawn to read:

To build a line of raflway from the point at or in the vicinity of
Bennings, D. C,, to Indlanhead, Md.

That language has been changed to read:

Dgt[:-t B;dég Eo}‘ilr{lom«g {:HI“E I;(;:Id'a lS:.int in or in the vicinity of the

That would permit a steam railway to be constructed from
any point in the Disteict of Columbia. The District of Colums-
bia in the past bas undergone similar experiences, and in doing
so has found itself compelled to pay hundreds of thousands of
dollars. Where a fill is made in building a railroad in front of
one or more residences those residences are brought below
grade. Then Congress is called upon to pay damages for hav-
ing left the houses down in a hole, and damages are awarded,
In other instances the railroad makes a cut and leaves houses
away up in the air, apd damages are awarded on that account,
As I see it, the plan to construct this railroad without any be-
ginning point being named, except that it is to be somewhere
in the Distriet of Columbia, is most objectionable indeed.

Mr, PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I yield to the gentleman from
Tennessee.

Mr. PADGETT. The purpose was to authorize it from the
navy yard. I have no objection to an amendment that wounld

; the navy yard.

Mr, JOHNSON of Kentucky. I think the bill ought to state
plainly where it is to start and the route it is to pursue, be-
cause there, again, the question of grade crossings eomes in,
Many people are killed here every year by objectionable grade
crossings, and I think this bill ought to make proper provision
regarding such crossings, 5

Mr. ROBBINS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of Kenincky. Yes,

Mr, ROBBINS, What eompany is this that it is proposed to
incorporate to build this railroad? It says some company,

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky., My answer is that as the bill
does not state I do not know. Why the name of the railroad
company is not put in the bill I do not know.

Mr. ROBBINS. Why is it they do not designate the ter-
minals?

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. The gentleman will have to
ask somebody other than myself. I have not the information,
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The chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs may have the

information, but I have not.

Mr. PADGETT. If the gentleman will turn to page 2 of the
report he will find there set out a letter in which it is stated
that the Washington-Newport News Short Line is the company
that is proposing to construct the railrond. The idea was to
build it by Indianhead to Newport News, Va., but the Govern-
ment is only specially interested, and is intensely interested,
to have the road as far as Indianhead. This simply guaran-
tees the right of so much freight for six years after the road
is constructed and in operation. -

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
permit an interruption?

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What effect does this have on
the power which Secretary McAdoo now has under the act
nationalizing the railroads during the war?

Mr. PADGETT. I do not think anything.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I saw the other day in a news-
paper that he had prohibited any railroad company from making
any extension or improvement involving an expenditure of more
than $25,000, or something to that effect.

Mr. PADGETT, I have not seen anything of that kind. I
do not think this would affect the matter at all. This is in-
tended for transportation between the Indianhead proving
grounds and powder factory and the gun factory.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Why was this authority given
to some private railroad corporation rather than in express
terms, if it is necessary at all, to the Director General of
Railroads?

L Mr., PADGETT. This railroad company was proposing to
build the railroad, and I understand it has largely secured the
rights of way and is prepared to begin the construction at once.
The other would be a guestion of Government ownership, and
the Government would have to pay the expenses. This does
not cost the Government a cent. | .

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. There is an additional objec-
tion. I would say that under the proposed plan the United
States is to furnish the money with which to build this railroad.

Mr. PADGETT. I beg to differ with the gentleman; it is
not at all. The Governmenf does not furnish any money to
build the railroad, not one cent.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. The bill provides that *the
Secretary of the Navy is to advance to the said company a sum
not exceeding $360,000, in 12 semiannual payments of $30,000
each, and to accept for that amount transportation warrants
from said railroad company for a like amount, to be redeemed
by charges from the transportation of freight for the Navy or
the Navy Department.”

Mr. PADGETT. And if the gentleman will read further he
will find that it is after the road has been completed and is in
operation. It does not make g single payment until the road

*is completed and in operation, and then it is estimated that
the Government freight would be more than $100,000 a year for
a year or two, and this is simply giving a guaranty for six
years of $60,000 in freight, which would be less than the Goy-
ernment freight actually would be.

Mr. JOOHNSON of Kentucky. It seems to me that there is
no real difference between the way I see the bill and the way
the gentleman from Ternessee [Mr. PAngErT] sees it, and that
is the Government is to pay for the road and then it is to take
it up in freight.

Mr. PADGETT. They have to build the railroad before we
furnish a dollar.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. DBut at last the Government
will have furnished the ameunt of money with which it has
been built, and it is to get warrants with which to pay freight
for stuff to be shipped over the railroad. If the Government
is to go into a proposition by which it is to accept freight war-
rants for money advanced, and thereby pay for the building of
the railroad, the Government ought to own it.

Mr. PADGETT. Let me say to the gentleman that the con-
struction of the railroad is estimated from here to Indianhead
to cost $1,000,000, in round numbers, and they expect to carry

it on to Newport News; but the Government is especially in-
terested to see that it gets to Indianhead, the powder factory,
and the proving grounds. This bill provides only that he shall
enter into a contract agreeing to take freight for six years
to the amount of $60,000 a year, payable in half-yearly payments
of $30,000.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. And it does =0 whether they
use that amount or not. | :

Mr. PADGETT. After the road is in operation and when
we know the freight will be more than $60,000 a year. The

only thing is that it gives an assurance that they will have
freight from a responsible shipper amounting to $60,000 a year,
and that would be 6 per cent upon their bonded indebtedness.

Mr, JOHNSON of Kentucky. The proposition of the gentle-
man is to subsidize this railroad in advance, by agreeing to pay
so much money a year, whether it ships that much freight over
it or not. I will say to the gentleman that until some provision
has been made in the bill designating the point from which it
shall start, and authorizing the route over which it shall be
constructed, and making provision for the payment of damages
done to property by which it will pass, I shall object and con-
tinue to object.

I would suggest to the gentleman that a new bill be written,
stating where the railroad is to start and setting out the route
that it is to travel, and then providing for the payment of such
damages as may be done to abutting property.

Mr. BRITTEN, Will the gentleman yleld right there?

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I will

Mr, BRITTEN. Is not the gentleman arguing from the stand-
point that the Government is especially interested in this road,
when in fact it is not intended to have——

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. For the sake of argument I
will concede that, but I do not concede it really.

Mr. BRITTEN. The gentleman also understands that the
practical value of this road is within the Government’'s juris-

diction and lies in the fact that we will get a railroad from*

here to Newport News eventually ?
. Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. That, of course, is part of the
scheme.

Mr. BRITTEN. What difference does it make where the rail-
road starts from and where it runs to, just so it goes down here
to Indianhead and gives the Government first-class railroad
faecilities, which it does not have now?

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Would the gentleman like to
see it start out here in front of the Capitol?

Mr., BRITTEN. The gentleman knows that is not likely.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Of course I know that; but
this bill gives it the right to start from some other point
E(illllmuy as objectionable. That is one of the objections fo the

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, in view of the statement that
the gentleman intends to object, I ask that the bill be passed
over without prejudice and go to the foot of the calendar.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I object to that, and shall con-
tinue to object until a bill embodying the suggestions I have
just made be brought in.

Mr. PADGETT. I ask that it be passed to the foot of the
calendar.

Mr, JOHNSON of Kentucky. I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky objects, and
the bill is stricken from the calendar.

AMENDING SECTION 1570, REVISED STATUTES,

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous
Consent was the bill (S. 8130) to amend secticn 1570 of the Re-
vised Statutes of the United States.

The Clerk read the tifle of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. DMr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, as I understand from the report on this bill it seeks to
allow the Secretary of the Navy to assign marines on our battle-
ships——

Mr. PADGETT. No.

Mr. STAFFORD. To act as firemen.

Mr. PADGETT. No; under present practice and past practice
time out of mind marines serve on battleships and other ships
alongside of a naval bluejacket. There is a law in existence
allowing the payment of 33 cents a day extra to seamen and
landsmen, men who are in the Navy, when they are down in the
engine room; but there is no provision for allowing that pay
to the marines, and, as a matter of fact, marines do serve and
have been serving in that capacity.

Mr. STAFFORD. I am aware the purpose of the bill was to
pay an additional allowance of 33 cents, that is now paid to
seamen while they are performing the work of firemen, to these
marines; but nothing was said in the report to show whether
there was existing law that allowed the Secretary of the Navy
to assign the marines for that character of service.

Mr. PADGETT. They are doing it and have been doing it
for years and years, just along with the others. It is not often
the marines do it, but they do do it from time to time, and this
is simply to put the marines on the same basis as the others for
the same work. S -

Mr. STAFFORD. I have no objection.

Myr. FOSS. Will the gentleman yield for a question?
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Mr. PADGETT. Yes, foe

Mr. FOSS, Does this apply simply (o those men in the mer-
chant service?

Mr. PADGETT. No; it applies to the whole Navy.

My, FOSS., To the Navy? :

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir. ~

Mr. FOSS. Whenever we have luen on these merchaunt ships?

Mr. PADGETT. Whenever they are doing that work.

Mr. FOSS. Whenever they are doing that work?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. FOSS,  All right,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none, This bill is on the Union Calendar,

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask nnanimons consent that
the bill be considered in the House as in the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
Chair hears none.

T'he Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be {t enacted, ote., That section 1570 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States be, and it is hereby, amended to read as follows :

“8pc. 1570. Every seaman, landsman, or marine who performs the
duty of a fireman on board any vessel of war shall be entitled to receive,
in additdon to his compensation as seamwan, landsman, or marine, a com-
gmsatim_; at the rate of 33 cents a day for the time he is employed as

reman,”

[After a pause.]  The

The bill was ordered to be read the third time, was read
the third time, and passed. :

On motion of Mr. Pabeerr, 1 motion to reconsider the votd
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

PAY OF RETIRED CHIEF WARRANT CFFICERS ON ACTIVE DUTY.

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous
Consent was the bill (S. 3400} to regulate the pay of retired
chief warrant officers on active duty.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr., WALSH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
this same provision is earried in the general appropriation bill
whieh the gentleman has reported from his committee, is it not?

AMr. PADGETT. Of course the gentleman will recognize that
on the appropriation bill it would be subject to the point of
order as legislation upon an appropriation bill, and if it passes
here I shall strike it out of the appropriation bill.

AMr. WALSH., Would the gentleman prefer to have it passed
independently ?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir; I would prefer that.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
Chair hears none, This bill is on the Union Calendar.

AMr. PADGETT. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
this Dbill be considered in the House as in Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After n pause.]
(‘hair hears none.

Mr. MONDELIL. Ar. Chairman, will the gentleman make a
brief statement as to the purpose of this bill?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir. In the act of August 29, 1916,
ihere was legislation, as shown in (he report, providing for the
promotion of warrant and chief warrant officers after 6 and 12
years’' scrvice in that grade.

These are peity officers that come from the enlisted personnel
and oecupy a position between the enlisted personnel, the pri-
vates or seamen, and the commissioned officers. In inter-
preting that act the saccounting officers of the Treasury held
that when a retired oflicer was reassigned te duty, before he
zets the benefit of the act he must have served, after the 29th
of August, a time sufficient, added to the time he has served
before the 20th of August, to make up the G or 12 years. That
was not the purpose or the intention, and this legislation is
intended to correct that interpretation, so that if he resigns
before the 29th that law applies. If he resigned on the 30th,
it did not apply under their interpretation, because they held
that, being in the service on the 29th and retiring afterwards,
he did not have to make up that additional time; but if he
had retired on the 28th he would have to serve after the 29th
to make up the six years. And this legislation is to correct
that interpretation.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill,

The Clerk read as follows:

An aet (8. 3400) to regulate the pay of retired chief warrant officers en
active duty.

Bg it cnacted, cte.,, That any retired chiefl warrant officer who has
heen on active ziuty since August 29, 1916, or who may hereafter per-
form active duty, and whose record is creditable, shall, during such
time as he has been or may hereafter be on active duty, and from the
thme his service on the aetive list after date of commission, plus his

The

The

service on oetive duty while on the retiréd list, is equal to six years,
recefve the pay and allowances that are now or may hereafter be
allowed a llentenant (junior grade), United States Navy; and shall,
during such time as he has been, or way hereafter be, on active duty,
and from the time such total service is cqual to 12 years, receive the
ray aud allowances that are now, -or may hereafter be, allowed a lieu-
tenant, Tuited States Navy.
Also the following committee amendment was read:

Add s new section, as follews:

“8re. 2. That any retired warrant officer who bas performed or
ma;i hereafter perform aetive duty, and whose reeord 1‘: creditable,
shall, during such time as he has » or may hereafter be on active
duty, and from the time his service om the actlve list after date of
wareant, plus hiz service on active daty while on the retired list, is
equal to 12 years, recelve the pay and allowamees that are pow or may
hercafter be allowed a licutenant (junior grade), United States Navy;
and shall, during such time as he has been or may hereaflter be on
active doty, and from the tiime such tctal service is equal to 18 years,
receive the pay and allowances that are now or may horcalter be
allowed a lientenant, United States Navy.”

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I move to sirike out the last
word. Will the gentleman state what increase the amendment
of the House committee will make in the pay?

Mr. PADGETT. It does not make any inerease, as I under-
stand it, under existing law. It only applies as te the inter-
pretation, correcting the interpretation that had been made
heretofore by the accounting officers of the Treasury in inter-
preting the aet of Angnst 29, 1916.

Ar. WALSH. But section 2, which has been inelunded by the
Commitiee on Naval Affairs, provides for an Incrense in pay,
does it not, over that of existing law? ‘

Mr. PADGETT. You will notice that section 1 applies to
retired chief warrant officers. That is one rank, The second
section applies fo any retired warrant officer, which is the next
lower rank, and embraces the warrant officers as well as the
chief warrant officers,

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman from Massachusetis
yvield?

Mr. WALSH. I yield.

AMr. STAFFORD. I wish to direet the attention of the chair-
man of the committee to the language as found in the letter of
the Secretary of the Navy of date of January 25, which shows
that the section to which the gentleman from Massachusetts
is now directing attention does increase the salaries of those
earried in section 2 of the bill.

Mr, PADGETT. The only increase is in the last provision
there, where the chief-warrant officer has served 18 years,

Mr. STAFFORD. The genileman from Massachusells is
direeting his inquiry as to whether there was any increase of
snlary under existing law provided by the committee amend-
ment.

Mr. PADGETT.
yenrs.

Alrv. WALSH. Now, what increase is provided by that?

Mr. PADGETT. It wouli give the increase of ithe pay fromn
a lieutenant junior grade to a lieutenant, if he hal servedl that
additional six years in the grade,

Mr. WALSH. Well, can the gentleman giv> me any iden or
estimate in dollars amd cents as to what that increase wonlil be
for this warrant officer?

Mr. PADGETYT. My recollection is that a lientenant of the
junior grade—although I do not remember ; it is set out in the
pay tables—is in the neighborhood of $2,100 or $2,200. And a
lieutenant would run up to about $2,500, if I-remember the fig-
ures correctly. I have not looked at them.

Mr. WALSH. That is the pay without the allowances?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. There are some allowances in addition,

Mr. WALSH. In addition to that?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir.

Mr. WALSH. 1 withdraw the pro forma amendment,

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing fo the commit-
tee amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, was
read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr, PApgerT & motien to reeonsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

The title was amended so as to read: “An act to regulate the
pay of retired chief warrant officers and warrant efficers on
fetive doty.”

It makes that new grade of from 12 to 18

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate by Mr. Young, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills
of the following titles:

H. R.9571. An act to authorize the appointment of officers
of the Philippine Scouts as officers in the militia or other locally
created armed forees of the Philippine Islands drafted into the
service of the United States, and for other purposcs; and
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H. R. 9903. An aet to provide for restoration to their former
grades of enlisted men discharged to accept commissions, and for
other purposes.

MANNER OF REPORTING CASUALTIES.

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
two minutes to make a statement as to the manner of reporting
casualties. This is a letter from a constituent:

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous
consent for two minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

- Mr. MASON. The letter is from Mr. Gustavus E. Miller, who
says:

Congressman WILLIAM B, MAsOXN,
Washington, D. C.

Drar Smm: I wish to enter a protest against the present method of
reporting casualties from the front, and as reason for my complaint
give this conerete instance :

I have a son now in France, Serft. Royal E. Miller, and by the in-
closed newspaper clipping you will note reperted as killed ** Sergt.
Leroy W. Miller,” I have up to this time, 8.30 a. m. of the day the
paper was published, had at least a dozen anxious gersonal inguiries
and numerous te.ephone calls from friends asking whether it was my
son. Two of these were from his aunts, whose families are very much
upset and worried about him, and m{ wife.

I beardlly ee with the contention that some method more definite
should be initiated whereby ldentification would be more positive, and
I, as one of your constituents, and for those who are in the rame posi-
tion, ask you to use your influence to obtaln a change in the present
almost cruel method of reporting casualties.

Very truly, yours,

CHICAGO, March 16, 1918,

Grstaves BE. MiLLER,
1211 Addigon Strect.

The answer to this, as a rule, is that they telegraph to the
parents when one of our soldiers is killed or wounded, but that
does not cover this particular sort of a case. You will see: in
the list of ecgsualties frequently almost the same name, ‘and it
is almost an absolute impossibility for them to tell. It will
not do to say that they telegraph the parents. They can not
telegraph the parents who have children having the same mili-
tary title, like sergeant or lieutenant, and names almost similar,
and in some instances exactly the same. I am simply asking
that this go into the Recorp for the purpose of calling atten-
tion to the faet that their present method is not satisfactory to
the people. If they would simply insert after * Sergt. Leroy
W. Miller ” the words giving company and regiment and address
it would be of benefit. It would save great anxiety and sus-
pense which our people suffer.

Mr. WALSH. WIIl the gentleman yield? .
Mr. MASON. Yes.
Mr. WALSH. Is the gentleman aware that another distin-

guished legislative body has passed a resolution of inguiry te
the department upon the very point that he is making now?

Mr. MASON. Yes. I saw by the paper that the resolution
was pending or that an act was pending directing that it be
done. And I call attention to this simply to show that the
present course of the department is not sufficient, for it does
not give notice to the parents whose sons have names identi-
cally the same and sometimes occupying the same rank. I
expect the present method to be changed, and unless it is I wil
offer a law to change it.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill,

= AGE LIMIT OF NOMINEES TO NAVAL ACADEMY,

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (8. 3402) to fix the age limit for candidates for
admission to the United States Naval Academy.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. I reserve the right to object.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Reserving the right to object,
Mr. Speaker, I wonld like to make an inquiry. Frankly, I do
not personally like the idea of making the date fixed on July 1.
That has the advantage of being mathematically accurate, and
so0 on, but it seems to me it would be infinitely better to fix the
date as of the time they take the examination. Would the gen-
tleman consider an amendment to that effect?

AMr. PADGETT. I will state to the gentleman that under
existing law nominations by Members of Congress—that is,
Members of the Senate and of the House—that is the law, 20
years as of the date of the time of the examination; but that
is of a varying date. Sometimes it is held in February, some-
times in March, and sometimes in April, and a few years ago it
was held in June.

Now, under the law authorizing the nominations of young
men from the Navy the date is the date of admission, 20 years—
admission to the academy—which may be a still later date.
This was selected as July 1 simply as a fixed date to make it
definite, so that it will be known when the person would be too

old and when he would be too young, and not vary from one
date to another. For instance, here are two examinations that
are held. There is an examination held, we will say, in Feb-
ruary, and a man is 20 years old in February, just the day
before the examination. He can not get in. But there is an-
other examination that is held for another fellow that takes
the examination in April, and he was 20 years old the next day
in April. He can get in. when the other man is shut out, and
yet the time was two months later. This does not apply to the
present year. It does not change the date. It only begins
next year, and allows a definite date, so that you will know
who will be too old to enter.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. As I understand from the re-
port and from the letter of the Seeretary of the Navy, the
trouble has arisen because men who are to take the examina-
tion and seeure entrance from the enlisted personnel are Iabor-
ing under a law which provides thaf they shall not be over 20
years when they enter the academy, which is a disadvantage to
them as compared with those who are operating under a law
which says they can enter the academy provided they are only
20 when they take the examination.

Mr. PADGETT. But the examination is ahead of the en-
trance, and it gives a longer time than for nominees of Members
of Congress. ;

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Entrance at the academy is not
a uniform date., It varies from year to year, and often in the
same year.

Mr. PADGETT. Certainly it does.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota, For instance, a man can take
the examination in February——

Mr. PADGETT. And they enter on different dates, usually
in July. But here may come three or four men that enter and
take the oath on the 5th day of July, you will say. Here comes
some next day, on the 6th, and some on the 10th, and others on
the 15th, and some may not enter and take the oath until
August.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Of course, the idea is to make it
certain that the young man will not have too great an age
when he graduates. That is the reason for it?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; and it removes the necessity for a
great deal of correspondence in the department, explaining the
time when one gets too old, and why this one was of a certain
date, and that one was of a certain date, and others of a cer-
tain date. This fixes a definite time and does no injustice to
anybody.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I do not think it does an in-
justice, but it really reduces the opportunity.

Mr, PADGETT. No.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. The gentleman will say “ yes™
in a moment, The time now open to every young man in the
country extends up until he is 20, when he takes the exami-
nation. Any young man who is not more than 19 years and 364
days old when he takes the examination is entitled to the privi-
lege of doing so.

Mr. PADGETT. He can still go in on the 1st of July,
whereas he would be shut off from the examination in February.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. That kind of a boy never could
take the examination. Only that boy could take the examina-
tion who would be 19 years and 364 days old on the 1st day
of July, so that you have restricted the opportunity of the
young man fo that extent.

My, PADGETT. It says the 1st day of July of the year in
which he enters. He may be 20 years in February. But it
extends his time to enter until the 1st day of July.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. It seems to me that the idea is
to fix and make it certain that the young man shall have only
such and such an age when he graduates. This has no reference
at all to when he enters the academy. It fixes an arbitrary
date of July 1, without reference to when he enters or graduantes.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Is the gentleman correct as to the eligi-
bility depending on the time when he takes the examinution?
The bill provides that he shall be eligible to admission to the
academy until he is 20 years of age, and he is admitted about
the middle of June.

Mr. PADGETT. No. The law with reference to nominees of
Members of Congress says 20 years at the time of the date of
taking the examination, and with respect to nominees from the
service it shall be at the date of entry.

Mr. ALEXANDER, All the regulations I have ever seen ex-
pressly state that they shall be eligible until they arrive at the
age of 20 years, on the date of admission, but——

AMr. PADGETT. They do not say that, The genfleman has
overlooked the law,
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Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Mr, Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield? ”

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman from Ten-
nessee permit me to ask him one question?

Mr, PADGETT. Yes. :

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does not that mean this, and
this only, that hereafter all candidates for admission to the
Naval Academy shall be not less than 16 nor more than 20 years
of age on July 1 of the calendar year in which they enter?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That makes it perfectly plain.

Mr. RUSSELL., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PADGETT. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri.

Mr. RUSSELL. I appreciate the importance of this, realizing
that it enlarges the opportunities of boys, and I have an in-
stance of my own. This year I appointed two boys to the
Naval Academy. They were 20 years of age in March. I was
told that they must take their examinations in February or
else they could not take them at all.

Mr. PADGETT. That is true.

Mr, RUSSELL., They had to hasten with their work and take
the examination in February in order to be admitted this year.
If this act passes, as I think it ought to, they could have taken
their examinations in April instead of in February.

Mr. PADGETT. Certainly.

Mr. RUSSELL. So this enlarges the opportunity of a boy
and does not take away from anybody the opportunity that he
has, =

Mr, PADGETT. Not at all.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. I take issue with the statement of the
chairman of the committee [Mr, PancerT] and also of the gentle-
man from Missouri [Mr. Russert], that a person who is 20
years of age in February of next year, shortly after the time
the examinations are held, can enter the academy if this bill
passes. He will not be eligible,

Mr. PADGETT. I differ with the gentleman.

Mr. STAFFORD. This law is restrictive in its character.
It provides that the person must be under the age of 20 on July
1 of the year that he enters the academy, while under existing
law he may be past his twentieth birthday on July 1 of the
vear he enters the academy., He only has to be under 20 at
the time he takes his examination. Many of us have had in-
stances of candidates who have been obliged to take the
February examination in order to qualify, bécause they would
have attained the age of 20 after the February and before the
April examination,

While I am in sympathy with the purpose of this bill, which,
according to the report, is to permit the enlisted personnel to
be admitted into the academy, and also for the further reason,
advanced by the chairman of the committee, in order to have
definiteness and to save the department from making a great
many replies to inquiries, I think many of us would be plagued
if this law passed in its present form, because it would exclude
many candidates whom we have in mind, and to whom we
have offered the nomination, who would not be 20 at the time
of the February examination but who would be 20 between
February and July 1. We ought to protect those candidates,
of whom there may be several—boys who have been preparing,
perhaps, for years in anticipation of the requirements of the
existing law—so that they may be able to take the examination
next year, because they will not have reached the age of 20 at
the time of the February examination, but if this law passes
they will be barred.

Mr. PADGETT. This does not apply to this year at all.

Mr. STAFFORD. I know; but I am talking about next year.
1t does not apply to this year. The April examinations for
this year will be held within a month. There must be instances,
which many Members of the House have in mind, of candidates
who will become 20 years of age before July 1 next year, who
will not reach that age before the February or April examina-
tions. I do not think any member of the Naval Affairs Commit-
tee wants to prevent these young men from taking that ex-
amination.

Mr. PADGETT. The very purpose of this bill is to admit
those men up to the 1st of July.

Mr. STAFFORD. But the bill says—

That hereafter all candidates for admission to the Naval Academy
must be between the ages of 16 and 20 years on July 1 of the calendar
year in which they enter the academy.

Those candidates who become 20 years of age after the Feb-

. ruary examination and before July 1 wonld not be eligible to
appointment under that language. They would be, 20 years

before July 1, and therefore would be excluded,

Mr. PADGETT. It would let them in. The very purpose of
it is to extend the time, so that the man who becomes 20 years
of age before the examination can have up until July 1 to
get in.

Mr. STAFFORD, The language I read says he can not be
20 years of age on July 1 of the year in which he enters the
academy.

Mr. HASTINGS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PADGETT. I yield to the gentleman from Oklahoma.

Mr. HASTINGS., Suppose a candidate becomes 20 years of
age on the 1st of May next year, can he then enter?

Mr. PADGETT. He can enter, and can enter up until the
1st day of July.

Mr. HASTINGS. On the 1st of July he would be over 20
years of age.

Mr. PADGETT. I will say that it would not interfere at
all with this young man’s entrance. It would extend the
time.

Mr. MONDELL. A young man whom I know will take his
examination in April. He becomes 20 on the 1st of May of
this year, He can now enter the Academy, because his exam-
ination comes a few days before his birthday.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. MONDELL. DBut if this bill were a law, he would be
20 before the 1st of July, and he could not enter the Academy.

Mr. PADGETT. No; the gentleman is mistaken.

Mr, MONDELL. The committee have evidently meant well.
They have intended to extend the time, but as a matter of
fact they have limited it.

Mr. PADGETT. No; the gentleman is mistaken in his inter-
pretation.

Mr. MONDELL. The way to extend the time would be to
make it the 1st of January instead of the 1st of July. Then
you would get back of the examinations, and all those who
were less than 20 at the time of the examinations could enter.

Mr. PADGETT. If you should make it apply to January 1,
1918, you would cut them out. That is, the boy who did not
become 20 until May, 1918, would be cut out.

Mr, MOXDELL. January of the year that he enters the
Academy. ; i

Mr. PADGETT. If he became 20 by that time he would be
cut out. It would cut out the boy who beeame 20 in May.

Mr, MONDELL. The gentleman’s bill certainly restricts the
time.

Mr. PADGETT. No; it enlarges it. It has been gone over
by the department, and that is their construction.

Mr, HAMLIN. Let me call the attention of the gentleman
from Tennessee to the language. . At first I thought the gentle-
man was right, but now I think not. The bill provides—

That hereéafter all candidates for admission to the Naval Academy
must be between the ages of 16 and 20 years on July 1 of the calendar
year in which they enter the Academy.

They must be between the ages of 16 and 20 up to the 1st
day of July. If a boy is 20 years old on the 30th day of June
he is not eligible,

Mr. RUSSELL. Let me ask the gentleman a question.
he is of age on the 1st of May

Mr. PADGETT. The gentleman means 20 years of age.

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes. The act says he must be between the
ages of 16 and 20 years of age on the 1st of July. Now,*if he
is 20 years of age on the 1st of May, is he between the ages of
16 and 20 on the 1st of July?

Mr. HAMLIN. No; he is not.

Mr. PADGETT. I will ask, Mr. Speaker, to pass over this
bill, and I will get an official interpretation of this language
to satisfy Members.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks to pass
over the bill without prejudice. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

DISPOSITION OF EFFECTS OF DECEASED PERSONS IN NAVAL SERVICE.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill 8. 3129, an act to provide for the disposition of the
effects of deceased persons in the naval service,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, T wish to
direct the attention of the chairman of the comnsittee to the last
proviso:

Provided further, That claims may be presented hereunder at any
time within five years after such moneys or Eroceeds have been so de-
posited in the Treasury, and, when supported by competent proof in any
case after such deposit in the Treasury, shall be certified to Congress
for consideration.

Mr. PADGETT. In other words, it requires for Congress the
right to pass on taking the money out of the Treasury and not

If
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allowing it to be paid out of the Treasury on the warrant of a
subordinate officer.

Mr. STAFFORD. One pest that we suffer here from fime
to time is in the consideration of private claims of this char-
acter. ;

Mr, PADGETT. The proviso is now existing law.

Mr. STAFFORD, I believe it would be well if we could dis-
pense with some of the private bills and have them referred to
the Court of Claims. I have drafted an amendment, although
I do not wish to press it, but I am going to ask, if the gentle-
man will permit me, to read the amendment, so that the gentle-
man may consider it and have the bill passed over without
prejudice. The purpose of the amendment is to have all these
claims submitted directly to the Court of Claims and have a
report by the court to Congress, and then have the ¢laims paid
without any formal action by Congress, except to appropriate
the money. My amendment is as follows:

Btrike out the last proviso and insert the following:

“ Provided further, That at any time within five years after such
moneys or proceeds have been so sitedd in the any helr
at law of sach deceased person within two degrees of relationship, or
of any next of kin on behalf of such relatives, may present a <laim for
such principal amount so deposited in the '.[mguriy, and upoen ;gopcr

roof submitted to the Secretary of the Navy shall be referred the
urt of Claims for adjudicatien, and the amount found due by said
court shall be certified to Congress for payment.”

Mr, PADGETT. I think the gentleman from Wisconsin
makes a mistake in limiting it to two degrees. That would be
too close, I think, as provided here, that his next of kin
ought to get it. Congress is not confiscating it; Congress is not
taking it. The only change we make under existing law is this.

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not wish to have Congress troubled
with little claims presented in the form ef private bills, They
will be small in amount, and why moet allow the Secretary of
the Navy to refer them to the Court of Claims and the Court
of Claims find the facts and certify the judgment to Congress,
and then we pass the necessary appropriation?

Mr. PADGETT. I do not think there is any objection to
referring them to the Court of Claims, but I do object to
limiting it to within two degrees.

Mr. STAFFORD. I am mot a stickler for two degrees, but
my thought was that I did not want claim agents, when they
learn that seme persen had some effects that were sold by the
Nuovy Departinent and the money turned over to the Treasury,
to go scurrying around over the country to find distant relatives
and say fo them, “If you will allow me 50 per cent of the
amount, I will recover it for you.”

Mr., PADGETT. I think that would be a worse policy to
pursue than to leave it as it is now. The Secretary of the
Navy takes it up and certifies to Congress that this sailor left
such effects and that they were sold and the proceeds covered
into the Treasury because they did not know the next of kin.
But they know it now, and it belongs to A, B, C, and so forth.

Mr. STAFFORD. Then it would require a private bill,

Mr. PADGETT. No; it is put into the sundry civil bill.

Mr. STAFFORD. 1 think the gentleman is in error in that.
Will the gentleman let the matter go over until we can aseertain
whether under existing law when the Secretary of the Navy
certifies a matter of that kind it is included in usual course
in one of the appropriation bills?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Ar. MONDELL. Possibly the gentleman's attention has not
been called to the fact that these certified claims ordinarily
go on the sundry civil bill and are accepted.

Mr. STAFFORD. 1 was making an inguiry whether they
took that course.

Mr. PADGETT. They do.

Mr. MONDELL. That is the practice.

Mr. STAFFORD. If that is the case, there is no need of the
amendment that T have proposed.

Mr. MONDELIL. That is a better practice than to allow
amtl':imeys to build up a practice of that kind in the Court of

aims.

Mr, STAFFORD. 1 quite agree with the gentleman, but 1
was under the impression from reading the bill that it would
require a private bill, and I wished to relieve Congress of that
trouble. Upon the statement of the gentleman from Wyoming
and the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. Speaker, I will not
press my amendment or oppose the consideration of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be i1 cnacted, etc, That hereafter all moneys, articles of value, |

papers, keepsakes, and other similar effects belomgin
sons In the nmaval serviee, not clatmed by thelr legn?
kin, shall be deposited in safe custedy, and if
of wvaloe, papers, keepsakes, or other similar

1o deccased per-
I heirs or nmext of
al&)‘ such moneys, articles
effects so deposited have

been, or shall hereafter he, unclaimed for a period of two years from
the date of the death of such persen, such articles and effects shall
be sold and the proceeds thereof, r with the moneys above men-
tioned, shall be deposited in the Treasury to the credit of the Navy
pension fund : Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby au-
thorized and directed to make dilligent inguiry in every instance after
hthe death of such person to ascertiin the whereabouts of his helrs or
next of kin, and to prescribe such regulations as may be necessary to
carry out the foregoing provisions: Provided further, That claims may
be presented hereunder at any time within five years after such moneys
or proceeds have been so de%mﬂte{l in the Treasury, and, when sup-
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Hayuin).
is on the third reading of the Senate bill.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

‘On motion of Mr. Papcerr, a motion to reconsider fhe vote
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the tnble.

COURSE OF INSTRUCTION AT NAVAL ACADEMY,

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (S. 3401) to authorize the President to reduce
temporarily the course of instruction at the United States Naval
Acndemy.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. TILLMAN. DMr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
l\)\"lll the gentleman yield for a suggestion in connection with this

in?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not think that what I have to suggest
could be incorporated in the bill, but I desire to «call attention
to it now in order that it may address itself to the authorities
at Annapolis. I shall give the details of the ease to which my
attention has just been called. The authorities at Annapolis
may correct the abuse, if their attention iz attracted to it in
this way, if, indeed, it be an abuse, or correct the apparent
injustice, if that is what it should be termed. I neminated
recently a very bright young man, Mr. C. D, Garvin, of Harri-
son, Ark., as a candidate for the Naval Aecademy at Annapolis.
His parents sent him to Marion, Ala., for instraction, at consid-
erable expense. I understand that feur is the basis upon which
these nominees are graded.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. Two and a half pnsses. That is
equivalent to 62% per cent.

Mr. TILLMAN. This young man, on the difficult subjects of
geometry and algebra, made almost the requisite number, 4;
but he failed to pass on English, obtaining only 1.9. By per-
mission of the aeademic board he was allowed to take another
examination in April. This examination which he took was in
February. I called up the Bureau of Navigation and asked if
he might not be exeused from taking the examination again on
geometry and algebra and those subjects on which he passed,
but 1 was told he could not be allowed that privilege. Omnly
two months will have elapsed between the first examination and
the next one. In institutions of learning generally, on final
examinations, where a student passes a creditable examination
and fails on one or two subjects, he is allowed or required to
take a further examination only on those subjects. It oceurred
to me that it is a hardship upon this young man who made
excellent ‘grades, passing on all subjects save one, and failing
only on this one, English, to be compelled to go back again to
Marion, which he is doing, and prepare again for examination
on all these subjects. Why should he not be allowed to take
the examination on English alone?

Mr. PADGETT. I do not know.
arranged by the academic board.

Mr. TILLMAN. I understand so, but I thought perhaps it
might be proper to direct attention to it here.

Mr. PADGETT., It would not be germane on this bill, and
under the existing law these guestions are governed by the
academic board.

Mr. TILLMAN. I am of the opinion that the gentleman is
correct ; but does it not oceur to the gentleman that it would
be fair to require this young man, only two months after his
first examination, to pass only on the subject of English, upon
which he failed?

Mr. PADGETT. I confess to {he genfleman that I can not
understand it. I had a case of that kind once myself.

Mr, BRITTEN. DMr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes. :

Afr. BRITTEN. Has the genfleman requested the academic
board at Annapolis to grant another examination?

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, T have obtained that concession and
have appointed him sagain, but what T am cemplaining of is
that he must again pass on these same subjects that he passed
on just two months ago. Does it net occur to the gentleman

The question

That is a guestion that is

from Illinois that such requirement is unfair to the young man?
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Mr. BRITTEN. Yes; I think the academic board might well

permit a reexamination on English alone,

Mr. TILLAMAN. But they have declined to do so.

Mr. PADGETT. I do not think the gentleman will have
much trouble when it comes to the ultimate fact.

Mr. CRAMTON. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker;
I desire to state that I have had a case so similar to the one
stated by the gentleman from Arkansas that it sounded like
my own.

Mr. PADGETT. I had one myself just like itf.

Mr. CRAMTON. Except in this. Instead of the young man
passing 1.9 my boy was 2 in English, and my case has this
other feature: The boy enlisted in the service a year ago and
has not had opportunity since his appointment, of course, to
make preparation that a boy outside the service could make
for taking an examination.

Mr. PADGETT. If he had applied, he could have gotten a
90-day furlough.

Mr. CRAMTON. I think they have been very generous in
giving him what furloungh he asked for.

Mr. PADGETT. They give 90 days’ furlough for the purpose
of preparing for these examinations. 3

Mr. CRAMTON. Their regulations are not always binding
as to the 23 per cent minimum, and it seems to me at this
time, when we are all anxious not to have any vacancies at
the academy, they might very well, if a man stands up well
in mathematical subjects, be a little lenient in the matter of
English.

Mr. PADGETT. I think in cases of that kind English and
subjects of that kind that are continuing subjects in the course
of study the board always allows a reexamination.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
desire to ask a question. I notice that the bill has been
amended by striking out the words “ during the continuance of
the present war'” and inserting in lieu thereof the words
“until Auguost 1, 1921."

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; that was done at the suggestion of
the superintendent and also of the Chief of the Bureau of
Navigation, and for this reason, as explained in the report:
The duration of the war is an uncertain thing. It may end
any time or it may not. They have no definite standard to
which to work. They do not know whether to prepare the
studies of these young men for a three or a four year course.
It is dependent on that uncertain duration, and if a definite
time is fixed they can then launch their studies and their plans
and courses of instruction to make it a three-year course during
a definite time.

Mr, FOSS. I think it is very unfortunate we have to reduce
the length of the course at Ammapolis to three years. It should
be four years, but, of course, the war has made that neces-
SNry——

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. FOSS. Baut there is no intention, as I understand it, on
the part of the department to reduce the course permanently ?

Mr. PADGETT. The Secretary of the Navy and our commit-
tee, I think, are as heartily opposed to that as the gentleman is,
but we recognized the emergency that was existing at this time,

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. BRITTEN. I would like to suggest to my colleague
from Illinois that it is not the intention of the authorities at
Annapolis or the Navy Department to eliminate anything from
the studies. The studies will be made more intensive and the
vacation time will be very largely eliminated, so that what is
usually accomplished in four years will now be accomplished
under this intensive system in three years.

Mr. PADGETT. To some extent.

Mr. BRITTEN. To a very large degree.

Mr. PADGETT. To a large degree; yes.

Mr. FOSS. I will say to the gentleman of course there is
a natural desire—

Mr. PADGETT. There is no purpose to make the three
years permanent, and I do not think it ought to be. I think
ie ought to be four years.

Mr. FOSS. I hope we will stick to that., I know there is a
natural desire on the part of young men to get commissions
early, and perhaps many of them would like to reduce the
course. We used to have a six-year course at the Naval Acad-
emy—four years at the Naval Academy and two years at
gea—before the midshipman graduated received his commis-
sion. Then, we cut out the two-year sea course, until now we
have got it down to a four-year course.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; that is changed. At one time, where
the gentleman mentions about it being six years, there were

two years in the school, two years at sea, and then two years
back in the school, and then graduation, and lately it was
changed to four years in the school and two years at sea and
graduation was upon the four years’ course in school

Mr. FOSS. The conmnission, however, was not given until
the end of the six years—until after the extra two years at
sedq.,

Mr. PADGETT. The commission, but not the graduation.
There is no purpose to make this permanent.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the bill,

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the President be, and he is hereby, author-
ized, during the continuance of the present war, to reduce temporarily,
in his discretion, the course of instruction at the United States Naval
Academy from four to three years and to duate classes which have
completed such reduced courses of l.ustmct{on.

The committee amendments were read, as follows:

In lines 8 and 4, strike ont “ during the continuance of the present
war " and insert in lieu thereof the foﬁowlng: “untl August 1, 1921."
Line 4, strike out the word * temporarily.”
The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to.
The bill as amended was ordered to be read the third time,
was read the third time, and passed.
On motion of Mr. PapceETT, 2 motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table,

TO DROP FROM THE ROLLS CERTAIN NAVAL AND MARINE CORPS
OFFICERS.

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous
Consent was the bill (8. 3404) to authorize the President to
drop from the rolls any naval or Marine Corps officer absent
without leave for three months, or- who has been convicted of
any offense by the civil authorities, and prohibiting such officer’s
reappointment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I take it for granted that the committee has considered the
danger that would arise under this sort of legislation in time
of war to drop from the roll a man who was taken prisoner
and that was lost sight of and was unable to communicate his
whereabotits. Do such occasions arise oceasionally?

Mr. PADGETT. I do not think it is intended for war pur-
poses.

Mr, MONDELL. But there are prisoners of war.

Mr. PADGETT. There is a war going on, but I do nof think
the gentleman would find any abuse of it along that line.

Mr. MONDELL. How is that?

Mr. PADGETT. I do not think there would be any abuse
of the statute along that line.

Mr. MONDELL. I realize that they would have no intention
of abusing it.

Mr. PADGETT. Under existing law that same language ex-
ists. Section 1229 of the Revised Statutes reads as follows

Mr. MONDELL. With regard to the land forces?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; in regard to the land forces, and this
just makes it the same in reference to the Navy. The first part
of it is this: Under existing law if a man is absent and loses
service because of sickness brought on by his own misconduct—
officer or enlisted man—they do not receive their pay for the
time that they lose on account of sickness brought on by their
own misconduct; but if his misconduct produces an injury
that incapacitates him and he loses his time, the accounting
officers of the Treasury have held that he does not lose his
pay; that there is a difference between injury and sickness,
and a fellow who by his misconduct injured himself physically
and was absent from duty would continue to get his pay, while
if the same misconduct simply made him sick he would not
get his pay, and this is just inserting the word “ injury,” so as
to make it apply both to injury and sickness alike.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none. The Clerk will report the bill,

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the President is hereby authorized to drop
from the rolls of the Navy or Marine Cor any officer thereof who is
absent from duty without leave for a period of three months or more,
or who, having been found guilty by the civil authorities of “f offense,
is finally sentenced to confinement in a State or Federal penitentiary :
Provided, That no officer so dropped shall be eligible for reappointment,

The bill was ordered to be read the third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as fo read: “An act to authorize
the President to drop from the rolls any naval or Marine Corps
officer absent without leave for three months, or who has been
convicted of any offense punishable by confinement in the peni-
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tentiary by the civil authorities, and prohibiting such officer's
reappointment.”

On motion of Mr. PancerT, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

PURLIQC QUARTERS FOR OFFICERS OF THE NAVY AND MARINE CORPS.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. Warsu], who objected to the first bill
I ealled up (H. R. 3406) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy
to determine with reference to quarters, if he will not withdraw
the objection. It is just simply the same legislation that now
gives the authority to the Secretary of War. Conditions arise
where it is very important that the Secretary should have that
authority to determine that question for the efliciency of the
service, and I would like to ask the gentleman if he is nof will-
ing to withdraw his objection and let us return to that bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Tennes-
see [Mr. PapgeETT] asks unanimous consent to return to the bill
(S. 3406), and that the same may be congidered at this time. Is
there objection?

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to withdraw my
objection at the present time, This matter will come up again
within a week or 10 days.

Mr, PADGETT. Mpr. Speaker, may I ask if it went off the
calendar or is at the foot of the calendar?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It went off the calendar.

Mr. PADGETT. I will ask the gentleman if he will object
to its going to the foot of the calendar.

Mr. WALSH. I will not object to its going to the foot of
the ealendar, s

Mr. PADGETT. I ask that the order striking the bill from
the calendar be rescinded and that the bill be restored to the
calendar, to go to the foot of the calendar.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennes-
see nsks unanimous consent that the order striking the bill from
the ealendar be rescinded, and that the bill go to the foot of the
calendar. Is there objection?

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I have no objection to the bill. I have no doubt that it is an
excellent measure, and I certainly will not object to it. The
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Warsa] seems to think that
there are some objections to it; but I should have to object to
this request, because it is a bad practice. Gentlemen are likely
to leave the Hall with the understanding that a bill has been
stricken from the calendar, and then later during the same ses-
sion some one makes this request for different action, and then
if that is granted the Member who objected would be surprised
to learn that in his absence the bill was again placed on the
calendar. .

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I will not renew the request
to-day for its consideration. Let it go over until the next ecal-
endar day.

Mr. MONDELL. I think the House acting on these billg one at
a time, that is notice to all then present as to the status of a
measure during that day of consideration. I do not think it
is wise or good practice to change that situation.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONDELL. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. The customary practice, as the gentleman
knows, is that where a bill is objected to and the request is
made that it take its place at the foot of the calendar, it is not
to be again considered the same day.

Mr. PADGETT. It will not be considered the same day.

Mr., STAFFORD, When the request is made to consider it
the same day, that request is to pass it over temporarily. This
request is to retain it on the calendar under existing practice,
not to be considered to-day.

Mr. MONDELL. This bill has not heretofore been stricken
from the calendar?

Mr. PADGETT. No, sir.

Mr. MONDELL. In that event it can be restored to the calen-
dar, and the very object which the gentleman desires by his
request can be accomplished in another way.

Mr. PADGETT. That is true.

Mr. MONDELL. I think that is better practice, because
otherwise gentlemen may leave the Chamber with the idea that
the status of a bill has been established by their objection, only
later on to learn that another arrangement has been made,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MONDELL, I object.

ISSUE OF BONDS, SEWARD, ALASKA.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 9832) to authorize the incorporated town of
Seward, Alaska, to issue bonds in any sum not exceeding $25,000

for the purpose of constructing dikes, flumes, and other works
to confine the waters of Lowell Creek for the protection of said
tfown.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I wish to inquire of the chairman of the committee having the
bill in charge whether there is any present bonded indebted-
ness of the city of Seward? . - :

Mr. SULZER. There is not any present bonded indebtedness,
and none can be authorized except by act of Congress,

Mr. STAFFORD. I am aware of that. I was wondering if
we had previously made any authorization to the city of
Seward.

Mr. SULZER. -Not to Seward, but there was one made to
Valdez a few years ago which was not availed of, and one to
the city of Juneau for school purposes.

Mr. STAFFORD. One further inquiry about the bill. The
interest rate is 8 per cent—that is, not to exceed 8 per cent—
and I wish to inguire if that fizure is absolutely necessary in
order to float the bonds of this municipality ?

Mr. SULZER. The money is expected to be provided by the
citizens of Seward themselves, and they feel it wise to have
the rate not to exceed 8 per cent, to be left to the judgment of
the city council. 3

Mr. STATFORD. What is the prevailing rate of interest at
Seward on first-class mortgage loans?

Mr. SULZER. Well, I think it is probably between 8 and 10
per cent.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill? -

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 9832) to authorize the incorporated town of Seward,
Alaska, to izsue bonds in any sum not exceeding $25,000 for the pur-
pose of constructing dikes, flumes, and other works to confine the
waters of Lowell Creek for the protection of said town.

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the incorporated town of Seward, Alask
is hereby authorized and empowered to issne bonds in any sum no
exceeding $25,000 for the purpose of constructing dikes, Humes, and
other protection to confine the waters of Lowell Créek, and to keep
said waters from running over and upon tha town of Seward.

Refore sald bonds shall be issued a special election shall be ordered
by the common coun:*l of the town of Seward, at which election the

uestion of whether such bonds shall be issued shall be submitted to
the qualified electors of said town of Seward whose names appear on
the last assessment roll of said town for municipal taxation. Thirty
days' notice of sny such elsction shall be given by pnblication thereof
in a newspaper print:d and published and of general circulation in sald
town before the day fixeld for such electlon.

The registraticn for sucn election, the manner of conducting the
same, and the canvass of the returns of eald election shall be, as near
ns practicable, in accordance with the requirements of law in general
or special elections in said municipality, and sald bonds shall be
{ssued only upon the comdition that a majority of the votes cast at such
eleetion in said town shall be in favor of issuing sald bonds.

The bonds above specified, when authorized to be issmed as herein-
before provided, shall bear Interest at a rate not to exceed S per cent
per annum, y!)a}'ahle semiannually, and shall not be sold for less than
their par value with acerued interest, and shall be in denominations
pot exceeding $1,000 each, the principal to be due in 20 years from
date thercof: Provided, however, That the common council of said
town of Seward may reserve the right to pay off such bonds in their
numerical order at the rate of $5,000 thereof per annum from and
after the expiration of five years from their date. Principal and in-
terest shall be payable in lawful money of the United States of America
at the office of the town ireasurer, or at such bank in the city of New
York, in the State of New York, or such place as may be designated
by the common council of the town of Seward, 1he'Fla-:-e of payment to
be mentioned in the bonds: And provided further, That each and every
bond shall have the wrltten signature of the mayor and clerk of said
town of Sewand and also bear the seal of said town,

No part of the funds arising from the sale of said bonds shall be
used for acy purpose other than specified in this act. Said bonds shall
be sold omiy in such amounts as the common council shall direct,
and the proceeds thereof shall be disbursed under the limitations here-
inbefore gmposed and under the order and direction of said common
council, from time to time, as the same may be required for the pur-
poses aforesaid.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The guestion is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the bill. {

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, may I make an inquiry of the
gentleman in charge of the bill?

Mr. HOUSTON. Yes.

Mr. NORTON. What is the assessed value of the properly
of the city of Seward, Alaska, on which bonds could be issued?

Mr., HOUSTON. We have not the assessed value of the
property, but it has no bond issue at present.

Mr. NORTON. This would exceed the 2 per cent limit allowed
by the law?

Mr, SULZER. It would not exceed it; but I will say to the
gentleman that the 2 per cent at the present time hardly covers
the annual expenses of the city. There is no way in which they
could acquire a sufficient amount of money to bring about this
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improvement under the 2 per cent taxation. They have been
expéending several thousand dollars per annum for some length
of time in the endeavor to control this stream, which last fall
destroyed about $25,000 worth of property in the city, but they
are unable to expend a sufficient amount of money to properly
control the stream, and that is the reason why they ask for the
privilege of flonting these honds, to raise the money to properly
construct the dikes and other works necessary to protect the
clty. : ;

Mr. NORTON. Under the charter granted to the Territory of
Alaska is a municipality permitted to issue bonds?

Mr. SULZER. No.

Mr. NORTON. No bonds at all?

Mr. SULZER. No bonds whatever.

Mr. NORTON. Does this bill provide that taxes shall be
levied for refunding this amount, as is usual in the refunding
of bonds?

Mr, SULZER. No. It does not provide for that, because tax-
ation is limited by the organie act to 2 per cent.

Mr. NORTON. There is no provision, then, in legislation for
the refunding of these bonds?

Mr. SULZER. Well, they can be repaid out of taxation. The
bonds extend for a period of 20 years, and during that period
of time the money can be obtained to pay them.

Mr. NORTON. Well, it is usual in the States, when bonds
are issued, for provision to be made at the same time for their
payment, by the levy of a tax over a series of years to create a
repayment fund.

Mr. SULZER. Well, I will say to the gentleman that this
bill is practically identical with former bills of this kind that
have been passed by Congress authorizing the city of Valdez to
construct a dike and the city of Juneau to construct a school
building and issue bonds for $75,000. That was passed by the
last Congress. I do not think there is any danger that the
go“dey will not be provided at the proper time io repay these

nds.

Mr. NORTON. I will say to the chairman of the committee
that it seems to me that in legislation of this kind it is very
wise to provide the method for the repayment of the bonds by
a tax levy.

Mr., HOUSTON. That would depend upon the eredit of the
municipality. If they can float these bonds there will be no
trouble on the score the gentleman speaks of, because it is ex-
pected that by the increase in value and improvement of prop-
erty resulting by reason of this aet they will be able to raise
money by 2 per cent taxation to meet this indebtedness. <

Mr. NORTON. To create a fund to pay it?

Mr. HOUSTON. Yes; to create a fund to pay it. The same
thing was done in the case of the two municipalities mentioned
by the Delegate from Alaska [Mr. Surzer].

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, this is a small
matter, relatively, but it involves an important question, to
which I wish to eall the atfention of the gentleman. Could the
$25,000 be raised in the vicinity of Seward, Alaska?

Mr. HOUSTON. Do you mean could these bonds be floated
among parties there?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. HOUSTON. It is so expected by the friends and advo-
cates of the measure,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I observe that the principal
and interest is to be paid in lawful money at the office of the
town treasurer, or at such bank in the city of New York, in the
State of New York, or such place as may be designated by the
common council of the town of Seward. For what reason is
“ New York " inserted there?

Mr. HOUSTON. Well, perhaps they have their banking ac-
count there and it would be more convenient for them to do it
there. I am not able to give a detailed reason for their doing
that. They might, perhaps, get the capital from New York,
and for that reason it would be more convenient to liquidate
the bonds at that point,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The only question that might
stand in the way of the passage of the bill, I assume, would be
whether or not there is a good reason for issning the bonds.
That is to be determined by the people of Seward themselves?

Mr. HOUSTON. Yes, sir. {

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The question of floating bonds
is rather an important one at this particular time, and if I were
in charge of this bill I would endeavor to have it passed as
quickly as possible if there was any expectation of floating
those bonds outside of the vicinity of Seward, for this reason:
The war-finance corporation bill, which is now in conference,
provides for the organization of a capital issues committee,
which wonld have a tremendous influence in the sale of bonds
guch as these. That matter was under discussion during the

consideration of the war-finance corporation bill. Bnt bonds of
this kind would not be floated ordinarily in the eity of New
York, I assume, without the approval of the eapital issues com-
mittee. If the bonds could be floated in the vicinity of Seward,
or elsewhere up in Alaska, or at Spokane, Wash., where the
people are more familiar with Seward than are the people in
the East, probably there would be no difficulty. The Constitu-
tion would protect their right to issue the bonds. But if the
capital issues committee were to disapprove this issue as not
being contributory to the purposes of the war it is not likely
that the bonds could be floated in the East, notwithstanding the
interest rate might be as high as 8 per cent,

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. SULZER. I do not think there is any doubt but that
these bonds could be floated right in the city of Seward. That
is the opinion we have received from representatives from the
city of Seward, including members of the city council, who drew
the bill and advocated its passage. We are anxious to have it
enacted, not only for the reason the gentleman cites, but also
for the reason that there is an election to be held, and that will
take a considerable time, and it ig desirable to get the matter -
under way as soon as possible before next fall for fear of a
repetition of the disaster whieh took place in the town of
Seward last fall.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have no objection to the bill
I approve of it, but I suggest that it ought to be passed speedily,
becanse if it is not passed before the war-insurance corporation
bill goes into effect you will have difficulty in floating the bonds
unless they can be floated somewhere in the vicinity of Seward
and without rehandling. .

Mr, SULZER. I thank the gentleman for his suggestion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. HousToxN, a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.
bﬂ'.}‘he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, its enrolling
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
9314) making appropriations for the Diplomatic and Consular
Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919,

TOWXN ESITE ON FORT HALL ‘B}'.‘SVA-TION, IDAHO,

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 4910) to authorize the establishment of a
town site on the Fort Hall Reservation, Idaho.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr, Haymrin).
tion to the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. May we have the bill read?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill.

The bill was read, as follows: :

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is
hereby, authorized to set-aside and reserve for town-site pu such
tracts of lands within the Fort Hall Indian Reservation, I o0, a8 in
his opinion may be required for the future public Interests, and he ma
cause the same to be surveyed into suitable lots and blocks and to dedi-
cate the streets and alleys thereof to publie uses; and he is hercby
authorized to set apart and reserve for school, park, and other public
purposes not more than 10 acres in any one town site; and patents
shall issue for the lands so set apart and reserved for school, park, and
other publie purposes to the municipality legally charged with the care
and custody of lands donated for such purposes on condition that
Indian children shall be permitted to attend the public schools of such
towns under the same conditions as white children.

Sec, 2. That the Secretary of the Interior is further authorized to
cause the lots within such town sites as may be established hereunder
to be appraised and disposed of under such rules and regulations as he
may prescribe, and the net proceeds derived therefrom shall be placed in
the Treansnry of the United States to the credit of the Indians of the
Tort Hall Reservation and may be paid to them per capita or expended
for their benefit as the Secretary of the Interfor may deem for their

t int ts : Provided, however, That any lands disposed of herennder
mll 'i:'ﬁ"&u’im to all the laws of the United States prohibiting the

introdnction of intoxicants into the Indian country until otherwise
provided by Congress.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-

ent consideration of the bill?
Mr. WALSH. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to objeet, T

should like to inguire if this is the usual and ordinary way of
opening up lands for settlement in that country?

Myr. SMITH of Idaho. It is, when they are Indian lands.

Mr. WALSH., They authorize the establishment of a town
site?

Is there objec-
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- Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Yes. The general law applying to town
sites on publie lands does not apply to Indian reservations.

Mr. WALSH. I have no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?
~ There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
endar.

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. I ask unanimous consent that this bill
be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Idaho asks
unanimous consent that this bill be considered in the House as
in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The following committee amendments were read, considered,
and agreed to:

Tage 1, line 5,
words *“a tract.”

Btrike out the word *“lands ' and insert the word * land.”

Page 2, line 1, strike out the word * anyone” and insert the word

“ guch,”
Page 2, line 7, strike out the word “towns” and ipsert the word
own."

tll"mge: 2, line 9, strike out the word * sites "’ and Insert the word * site.”

Page 2, after the word *“and,” in line 11, insert the words “ any and
all expenses in connecction with the survey, appraisement, and sale of
such town site shall be reimbursed from ihe sales of town lots, and.”

Page 2, line 16, after the word “ and,” strike out the words * may be
paid to them per capita or expended for their Lenefit as the Becrctur{ of
the Interior ma eem for their best interests” and Insert in lieu
thereof the words * shall be subject to appropriation by Congress for
their benefit,”

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, and was accordingly read the third time and passed.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I notice by the report that there
is un amendment to the title. Has the title been amended?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk informs the Chalr
that there is no amendment to the title.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. If the title reads as it does in
the ealendar there ought to be an amendment to it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it would be in
order to offer an nmendment to the title.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, It should be amended so as to
read “ site ” instead of * sites.”

Alr. STAFFORD. The title is entirely proper, Mr. Speaker.

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. The report says that the title
is to be amended.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk informs the Chair
that the calendar seems to be wrong, and that the bill is cor-
rect as to the title.

Mr, FRENCH. I think the title has been corrected, but I
ask unanimous consent that it be corrected so as to read as it
is on the print of the bill that we have been considering, which
refers to just one town site.

Alr, GARRETT of Tennessee. Let the gentleman ask unani-
mous consent that the title be amended to conform to the text
of the bill.

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

The SPEAKER rpro tempeie. Without objection,
will be amended to conform to the title of the bill.

Mr. STAFFORD. There is no necessity for that,
of the bill as reported is correct,

Mr. RUSSELL. Perhaps the original bill was not correct.

Mr. STAFFORD. This is the original bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Idaho that the title be amended to
conform to the text of the bill? 3

There was no objection.

On motion of Mr., SaarH of Idaho, a motion to reconsider the
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table,

INTOXICATING LIQUORS IN THE TERRITORY OF HAWAIL

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. I&. 9960) to prohibit the sale, manufacture, and
importation of intoxicating liquors in the Territory of Hawaii
during the period of the war,

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

AMr. STAFFORD. Mr, Speaker, I object.

Mr. HOUSTON., Will the gentleman reserve his objection?

Mr. STAFFORD, No; we have a great number of bills on
the calendar to-day for consideration.

Mr. MONDELL. This is a very important bill. I think the
zentleman ought to give us time to discuss it, at least.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Wiscon-
sin objects. The bill will be stricken from the calendar.

PREFERENCE RIGHT OF ENTRY BY CAREY ACT ENTRYMEN.

The mext business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
wih the bili (H. R. 5559) to authorize a preference right of
edlry by certain Carey Act entrymen, and for other purposes,

This bill is on the Union Cal-

strike out the words * such tracts”™ and Insert the

the title
The title

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. My, Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that this bill be considered in the House as in Coms-
mittee of the Whole.

Mr. STAFFORD. Has ihe objecting stage been passed? T
Eiriilerstood there was no objection to the consideration of the

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair announced that there
was no objection to the consideration of the bill.

Mr. STAFFORD. Then before the bill is reported it will
have to be considered either in the House or in Commitiee of
the Whole,

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Colorado
asks that the bill be considered in the House as in Committee
of the Whole. Is there objection?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Reserving the right to object,
the gentleman from Colorade [Mr. Tayror] will make an ex-
planation of this bill, will he not?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to consider-
ing the bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole?

There was no objection.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it cnacted, ete., That in cases where Carey Act projects upon the

ublie lands are not consummated by the States holding same and the
ands segregated are restored to the public domain the Secretary aof
the Interior is authorized, under such general rules and regulations
as he may establish, to accord a preference right of entry under tha
homestead laws for not exceeding 60 days after such restoration to
settlers and entrymen who have in good faith entered or purchased
such lands from the States and who have established actual residence
upon the lands or made substantial and permanent improvements
thereupon.

With the following committee amendment :

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following:

That the Secretary of the Interior, when restoring to the publie
domain lands that have been segregato{l to a State under section 4 of
the act of August 18, 1894, and the acts and resolutions amendatory
thereof and sugfﬂemental thereto, commonl{] called the Carey Act, is
authorized, In his discretion and under such rules and regulations as
he may establish, to allow for not exceeding 90 days to any qualified
person a preference right of entry under applicable land laws of any of
such lands to which such person had initiated a claim under the State
laws, and upon which such person had established actual bona fide
resldence, or had made substantial and permanent improvements.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I will.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. As I understand the bill
from the reading, it gives the Secretary of the Interior the
right to give a preference for a period of 96 days to certain per-
sons. I assume that these persons are within the State where
the land is?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Oh, yes; they have to be living
on the ground itself, or to have put substantial and perma-
nent improvements on their eclaims. That is the only condi-
tion upon which they would get a preference right under this

bill.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Some of us do not follow
the land-law bills as closely as we might, but from a casual
reading it occurred to me that the resident of a State being
on the ground, and being more familiar with it than a man
outside with equal rights, would always have the preference.

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I yield to the gentleman from
Wyoming.

Mr. MONDELL. This is the sitnation: The Carey Act is a
law under which the State enters info an agreement with the
Federal Government to reclaim certain desert lands. After
they are thoroughly reelaimed and the State has made proof
of that fact to the Federal Government, the Federal Govern-
ment transfers the lands to the State and then the State
transfers them to the person who reclaims them. But there
have been cases where the project of reclaiming desert lands
has failed—where the project was of such magnitude and the
difficulties so great that the State has been unable to make
proof of the reclamation, and in the meantime the settlers
have gone on to the land under agreement with the State for
this work, made settlement, and put in improvements in some
cases of very considerable wvalue. They are there, homestead
settlers, with more or less valuable improvements. Now, the
project having failed, the Secretary of the Interior restores it
to the public domain.

AMr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Where everybody has a chance
to come in.

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; under the general law. The purpose
of the bill is to give the right to the hardy pioneer who was
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there and had settled with a view of reclaiming, who had made
the improvement—give him the right, if he is a qualified home-
stead settler, to remain on the land on which he is living and
which he has improved, rather than to allow seme one else,
a stranger to the country and the projeet and the enterprise,
to come in and take the land with the improvements that this
man has made. No bill ever was presented to Congress more
thoroughly justified than this.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The preference is to be given
to the man already on the land and who has made improve-
ments?

Mr. MONDELL. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And who on the start would
have 90 days over any newcomer?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. If Congress does not enact some
law of this kind, any stranger or newcomer who can get on
a faster horse and beats the rightful owner to the land office
or to a United States commissioner ean beat him out of his
land, his home, and his property. There is no protection of
the settler in the present law.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I realize that a bena fide
settler has some equity there, but it seems to me that where
such conditions do not prevail an outsider from any State
should be placed in an equal pesition and have egual rights
with the man on the ground.

Mr. MONDELIL. That is frue as to all the land not actually
occupied under the Carey Act where the settler has made im-
provements. Here is a peculiar situation, and if the gentle-
man will follow me he will see how unfair the land laws er
rulings in some cases are. If this was an ordinary plece of
public domain, if it had not been under the Carey Act, any set-
tler who was on the land at the time it became subject te home-
stead settlement would have 90 days period to file—and, as a
matter of faet, he would have six months. But in view of the
fact that this settler who may have been there five years and
put thousands of dollars into it was a settler when the lands
were withdrawn, the faet that he is on the ground with all
rights and preferences would give him no preference right
at all

Alr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.

Mr. MONDELL. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. But if you start out fresh,
every citizen would have a chance to take up that land.

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; that is true of all the land.

The SPEAKER pro tempere. The time eof the gentleman
from Colorado has expired.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent for five minutes more time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Colorado
asks unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes more. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The preference is for 90 days

He would lose all he put in?

only and in favor only of the man on the ground who has made

improvements. If it was disposed of, he would lose all that
he has put into the claim.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. That is it exaetly. This bill
simply gives the bona fide settler, the rightful oceupant of the
land, a chance to file on his elaim under the United States land
laws and protect his property rights as against jumpers—people
who have no right to it.

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will yield, I think the bill
ought to have n new title. I think it ought to be entitled “ To
induee States to fall in their obligations under the Carey Act,
and to put back on the Federal Government the burden as-
sumed under the Carey Act.” .

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That induces me to ask an-
other question. How far are public moneys expended in the
transaction?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorade. Not a dollar in the world. This
bill can not possibly cost the Government{ anything.

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. The Government gets 23 cents an aere
for each acre entered. The money goes to the Federal Govern-
ment and not from the Federal Government to the State.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then there is nething to
justify the statement of the gentleman from Kentuecky?

Myr. SMITH of Idaho. Absolutely not. The gentleman from
Kentucky assumes that cverything undertaken out there ought
to be earried through no matter how physieally impossible it
may be,

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. The faet that some of these Carey
Act projects fail does not necessarily mean bad faith. It usually
means that the projeet is bigger than was figured on, or that

the promoters could not get the money to finance it, or that the
necessary water is insufficient or impossible to obtain. There
are many unavoidable reasons why they fail and leave the
people high and dry. I am simply trying by this bill te relieve
those unfortunates as much as I can. We want to give them a
right at least to file on and held that dry land if they want to
and are willing to go ahead and comply with the United States
public-land law and get title to the land under the homestead
law or whatever law may be applicable.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does it grow out of irrigation
coneessions or anything of that kind?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. No; this cendition arises out of
a failure, for various reasons, by the promoters of the enter-
prise to-comply with the agreement they make with the State, and
when the project is abandoned, or collapses, the Seeretary of the
Interior declares it forfeited and eancels all the rights of the
State and the prometers and declares the land open for publie
entry under the public-land laws just as if it never had been in
a Carey Act project and anybody ean go and file on it. But I
want to prevent anybody from filling on any settler’s claim if
he wants to hold onto it himself

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, let me call attention to one
eoncrete case, which will perhaps illustrate n good many. Here
is a tract of land which was withdrawn under the Carey Aect
and the State has undertaken its reclamation. The preliminary
surveys, water tests, and so on seemed to indicate that, say, 40,000
aeres could be reclaimed. The entrymen were permitted to go
upon the land in the area withdrawn and make entry. Possibly
that land could be fairly suecessfully farmed by dry farming,
though the highest use of the land is not thus obtained. After the
reclamation project has been fairly worked out it has developed
that instead of having enough water to reclaim 40,000 acres of
land there is enough merely to reelaim 30,000 acres of land, and
here we have 10,000 acres that is somewhat improved, that is being
farmed under the dry-farming method, a very hard method of
farming, and to which the State is not able to give patent to
the settlers. What are we going to do with these settlers?
They can not be taken in under the project for there is not
enough water. This is a bill that simply furnishes them relief
so that they may aequire title under some Iand law and con-
tinue as dry farmers:

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If they do not qualify in
90 days, what happens? .

Mr. FRENCH. Then that is their fault, and the responsi-
bility, so far as the Government is concerned, is at an end. If
they do not qualify, then they lose their rights to make prior
entry.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. They may be ousted after 90
days?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes. Of the 10,000 aeres I suggested, part
of it will have been entered upon beeause it is expected that
Iand could be reclaimed. Part of it possibly has not been
entered upon at all, because it was quite obvious to the publie
that it would not be reclaimed, though it is within the with-
drawal. This bill takes care of both propositions. It takes
care of those lands that have settlers wpon them and those
Iands where there are no settlers, giving the right merely to the
settlers, where there are settlers, to have 90 days within which
they may act.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I want the gentleman to know,
and T want all these gentlemen from the West to know, that
these seftlers have my sympathy. I believe they ought to be
given every assistance possible. They have a hard enough time
to get along, but they ought to be given no special advantage
over neweomers who have a right te go in on the land.

Mr, TAYLOR of Colorado. If the gentleman had the time
to read the petition, it would very fully explain it to him.

Mr. FREXCH. May I suggest this to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania—— ]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman
from Colorado has again expired.

Mr. FRENCH. DMr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
he be given one minute more.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I just want to say thot the
settlers who are on these lands that this amendment will assist
with a preference right are possgibly from the gentleman’s own
State and from the other States. They went there at a time
when they had an opportunity to enter. They are not neces-
sarily settlers from the State within which the project is
located. They have come from the four corners of the country
and have settled on this Iand, and now, having expended money
and labor and time in making imprevements for necessary build-
ings, and so on, it seems they should have the right of a few
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days within whick to make a prior enfry wheni we make the
Innds available for entry under some other Iaw.

AMr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last
word. I may be in error, but it seems to me very simple—what
is proposed here. As long as these men's rights are dependent
on the carrying out of the terms of the Carey Zet, just that long
they will be pushing the various States and privaie companies
to carry out the obligation they entered into when they got the
land under the Carey law. The very moment they are given a
preferential right to that land by the passage of this act, then
the failure of the State to go along with the project does not
necessarily concern them. I make the prophecy now that you
will have any number of instances of pressure brought on the
Federal Government for the undertaking of irrigation projects
by the Federal Government where the States and private com-
papies have fallen down as a result of the legisiation to be
enacted here to-day.

Mr. FRENCH. " Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly.

Mr. FRENCH. The settler first of all wants to Lave his
land reclaimed.

Mr. SHERLEY. Of course he does. What I am concerned in
is oceasionally making people carry out their obligations and
unot always turning baek to the Federal Government to relieve
them when they malke a bad bargain.

Mr. FRENCH. Baut here there is nothing turned back to the
Federal Government,

Mr. SHERLEY. No; but they are turning back ta the Fed-
eral Government. You may be qguite sure that the bill would
not be so strongly advocated if it were turning something back
to the Federal Government. They are turning back.

Mr. FRENCH. There is no responsibility turned back to the
Federal Government. The lands that can be reclaimed have
heen reclaimed by the State, and the lands that can not be
brought under the ditch are lands that will be affected by this

law.

Mr, SHERLEY. Well, the futore will prove which of us is
correct.

Mr. NORTON. In reference to the statement of the gentle-

man from Kentucky that nothing would be turned back, take
n case of this kind: Take a guarter of section of Iand that a
man has filed ypon. If he is permitted under the Carey Act
fo aequire title to it from the Government he would have to
comply with the provisions of the Carey Aet in having that
land recltaimed, would he not?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr. NORTON. If this act were passed that land could be
turned back to the Federal Government as not coming under
the provisions of the Carey Aeci, and then the settler upon the
land could immediantely nequire complete title to the land
under the homestead law. There would not be such rigid
restriction as under the Carey Aet. That is the point.

Mr. FRENCH. What I fried fo make clear was this, that
the advantage to the seiiler comes in having his land re-
claimed. There is a vast difference between the value of land
under dry-farm conditions and land that is under frrigation
conditions, and the settler under the Carey Act has poor years
until it is reclaimerl.

Mr. NORTON. But is it not true the settler is very much
interested in acquiring title in fee to the land?

Mr FII]:.\CH He would very much prefer to have it with
ihe w

My, MIFRLP.\. He will get water after he gets this bill
through: at least, he will come to Uncle Sam and try to get
water. That is Ihu meat of the coconut.

Alr. SMITH of Idaho. Po we understand that the gentleman
from Kentucky is opposed to the reclamation of the arid land
of the West?

Mr. SHERLEY. I will answer the gentleman., No: I am not
opposed to the reclamation of public lands; but I am opposed
to indueing people to o out West under false pretenses of re-
c¢laiming land that ought not to be reclaimed, and then, when
men assume burdens, have them come back here, as they have
repeatedly, at the expense of the Public Treasury.

AMr. SMITH of Idaho. It seems to have been intimated——

AMr, SHERLEY. I am not intimating.

My, SMITH of Idalo. That the settlers are not assuming any
responsibility.

Mr. SHERLEY. I am stating a faet.

Mr, SMITH of Idaho. Absolutely not.

AMr. SHERLEY. In my judgment, the effect of this bill is to
take away the incentive on the part of these seitlers to force
the State amd private companies under the Carey Act to earry
out the burdens they there assumed.

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. But there ave some things which it is
impossible to accomplish. If the water is net there, how ean
they undertake to reclaim the land? And when the land is
not reclaimed it must go back to the Federal dmmm untlor
the Carvey Act.

Mr. SHERLEY. Things are possible in two senses. They are
economically possible and they are physically possible. There
are a number of things that are not economically pessible and

- therefore ate not being done by State or private interests, and

they are physically possible, and then ihey are brought on this
floor to be done at the expense of the Publie Treasury.

My, SMITH of Idaho. Does the gentleman from Kentucky
know that on ene irrigation project in Idahe we raised last
year over £3,000,000 worth of produee, which Is in excess of the
entire cost of the reclamation of that project, and vet he stands
up here and opposes every piece of legislation——

Mr. SHERLEY. No; the gentleman does not.

AMr. SMITH of Idaho (eontinuing). Prepesed to reclaim ithe
arid lands of the West.

Mr. SHERLEY. I do net do anything of the kim} and na-
body knows better than the gentleman, but I do net lose my
head under the spell of a name. I do net under the guise of
frrigation think you are going to create an EI Dorado. I saw
some egr the irrigation projects that ought never to have been
created.

My, SMITH of Idaho. That is quite true—

Mr. SHERLEY. And I know there is $70,000,000 of debt to
the Federul Government as a resnlt of some of the irrigation
projects. I insist the burden is upon the gentleman when he
undertakes to get into the Treasury rather tham upon us whao
resist the efforts to gzet into the Treasury.

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Does the gentleman want to abamdon
the whele irrigation plan?

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not, but I want the gentleman to show
cause in each instance, and it seems to be resented en this floor
when anybody rises to inguire tonehing the matter.

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. It is eertainly resented when it ap-
pears any Member is so prejudiced against the development of
the arid lands and apparentiy disinclined to be informed as to
the faets in regavd to these matters.

AMr. SHERLEY. Let the facts determine whether it is a
matter of prejudice or a matter of judgment.

Mr, TAYLOR of Colorado. Just a moment.

Myr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be recognized.

Mr. SHERLEY. T have the floor.

Mr. MONDELL. 1 thought the gentleman had finished.

Alr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I suggest to the gentleman from
Kentucky—I know he is very busy and dees not have tiwe to
study these reports. I have attached to this report a petition
signed by 103 men who have been living on one of these proj-
ects for about 10 years, and the promoters have not been able
to finance it. They have not been able to get sufficient water;
they have not and probably can not complete it. I has not
yet been forfeited or canceled, but the ehances are that it will
be if something is not dene soonm, and I am trying to protect
those disappointed amd unfortunate people on that project in
their property rights.

Alr. SHERLEY. I will simply answer the gentleman by say-
ing a petition of 103 men does not prove anything.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. It very clearly shows their actual
condition on that land. It is not their fault that nothing has
been done for 10 years. They have already lost enough, and
the community bhas lost enough, without permitting some
strangers to confiscate these settlers’ homes and property rights.

Mr. SHERLEY. Of course; but the condition of a persen is
not a necessary reason for coming here. I have more people
in one ward of my town than a good many seections in these
Western States, and I could get a petition of thousands of men
if they thought they could get special legislation by the signing
of a petition.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. My dear sir, if we had not i the
past been able to secure a more liberal policy toward the de-
velopment of the West than the gentleman indicates, we wounld
not to-day have as many in the 16 Western States as he has in
one precinet of his home city. Congress in former years per-
sued a policy of irying to build up the West and develop a new
country, and that is the way the West was developed, but there
is much need and much room for a great deal more development,

Mr. SHERLEY. I am willing to build it up, but I do not
want the price to become too high.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorndo. We are not asking Uncle Sam
for one dollar, We merely ask fair treatment. When people
put in many of the hest years of their lives and the hardest
possible work and unteld privations, disappointments, and hard-
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ships trying to get a home, I have always done the best I
could to help them and to prevent anyone from beating them
out of thelr property rights, and that is exactly what this bill
does. It is so plainly and eminently fair and just that I can
not understand how anyone can oppose it,

Mr, MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I think this debate illustrates
as well as anything we have heard here in a long time how some
misunderstanding and lack of full information in regard to a
matter may mislead men. What is the situation? .Of all the
fair pieces of legislation that have ever been brought before the
Congress concerning the public 1ands, this is perhaps as fair as
any ever presented. All that western territory that would be
affected by a bill like this has for the last 50 years and more
been subject to homestead settlement and entry. Any man at
any time, a citizen of the United States or who had declared
his intention to hecome one,.could go upon any tract of this land,
enter it, and secure title under the homestead law. But in cer-
tain locations hardy pioneers, in order to do a little better than
simply settle the lands under the homestead law without their
being reclaimed, made an effort to reclaim them under the
Carey Act. In some cases that effort was not successful. Now,
if the lands had never been embraced in the Carey Act segre-
gation, these men would have a prior right to make a homestead
entry, but the land having been withdrawn the man settled
upon it did not acquire any preferential right. The stranger,
the wayfarer, might step into his shoes and into his house and
declare himself a homestead entryman and secure the land in
preference to the man who had lived upon it and spent his
money in the improvement of it. If there is anything fairer
in the world than the proposition contained in this bill I do not
know what it would be, unless there are some people somewhere
who want to invite folks who have no interest in a piece of land,
who have made no effort to reclaim it and establish a home on
. it, to secure an advantage over the man and his family who have
endeavored to reclaim it and secure a home upon it. The gentle-
man from Kentucky talks about the danger of some burden being
placed on the Federal Government. If there was any hope of
these lands being reclaimed by the Federal Government or any-
one else, what is proposed here is the very last thing that any-
one would want to have done. If there was any hope of the
Federal Government ever taking these lands into a Federal
project, the settler would sit tight and wait until that time. It
is because there is no hope, it is because the only way that the
lands can be utilized is by dry farming, that this relief is sought.
Out of some knowledge of the situation, I want to assure the
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr, Sueriey] that his fears are
without any sort of foundation that the Federal Government
will be asked to come and reclaim these claims. If there was
the slightest hope of that being done, the settlers would not be
asking to have the lands restored to entry. They would stay
where they are until the Federal Government came along, in the
meantime enjoying the land as best they might.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike
out the last two words.

1 would not be misunderstood by any one of my friends
from the Western States with regard to this proposition, but
it seems to me they are just a little sensitive in the matter of
criticism. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] has
opened up a field for discussion here which is intensely inter-
esting, and the gentleman from Colorado [Mr., TAyror] has
responded to him by calling attention to the report, which
alludes to a petition signed by 100 settlers—farmers, stock-
men, and business men—immediately adjacent to a Carey
Act segregation in western Colorado, the burden of which seems
to be that the Great Northern Irrigation & Power Co. started
a development on what is referred to as extremely * fertile
acres,” thousands of them, and that while these settlers have
gone in in good faith and have remained there for 10 years
nothing has been done——

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. By the company.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. By the company to bring
these lands up to a state where they might be profitably culti-
vated, leaving these settlers high and dry, as it were.

Mr. GORDON, Especially dry.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, Yes; dry. I said a little
while ago, and I was criticized for it by one of my friends
from the Enst—and I am raising no sectional lines here—that
these men had my sympathy. I repeat that if there is any
prospector on earth who has my svmpathy it is a man who
will leave the fertile lands of the East and go out West and
live on these desert lands, waiting for somebody to keep his
promises to make them fertile. He has my sympathy, and is
entitled to it; and he is entitled to the sympathy of every
eastern man who is on good soil. But the wonder to me is why
men will be induced to leave fertile soil, land that is arable,

land that is capable of cultivation, land that is already irri-
gated by nature, to make this bold undertaking—

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. SHERLEY. There is an old saying that “ far-off oxen
have long horns.”

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And that is an axiom that is
more or less true; but it does not remove the element of sym-
pathy we ought to have for these unfortunate and brave men
who go out into these arid and semiarid regioms, stake off
claims, and live there indefinitely, hoping somebody will bring
them water. I do not wonder that my friend from Idaho .
[Mr. Saare] makes the fight he does on this floor. If I rep-
resented these people, I would fight as hard as he does and
harder if I had the ability.

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Does not the gentleman admit, at
least to himself, that he wishes he had gone out West 20 years
ago and grown up with the country?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. I might have been a
Senator of the United States by this time, as the gentleman
from Idaho may be.

Now, I am not going to oppose this bill. T shall support it
because I desire to see some relief brought to these people, who
are likely to lose out after all their hardship. I do not under-
gtand that this is an unfair advantage to anybody, but that a
preference is being given here to these unfortunate but brave
men who have gone out of the East— :

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. - That is all there is to it.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania (continuing). Who have gone
out there and taken their chances in territory like that. But the
wonder to me is that the gentlemen who represent these people
do not give us more information as to why these irrigation com-
panies or these concerns like the Great Northern Irrigation &
Power Co., that induce the people to go on these lands, do not
make good. That, to me, is a serious question. Somebody in-
duces these people to go there, Representatives, like my friend
from Colorado [Mr. Tayror], stand up on the floor here val-
inntly and consistently advoeating these matters, and they ought
to do it; but it seems to me they do not go to the full length.
They ought to help us in some way or another to reach the
people who induce these bona fide settlers to go upon the lands
only to be eaught in such a trap, as it sometimes seems.

AMr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman from
Massachusetts. L&y

Mr. WALSH. I am sure that the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania does not wish to have the impression conveyed that the
sole reason which compels him to suppert this measure is his
sense of sympathy for these people.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Not necessarily.

Mr. WALSH. That is the only reason the gentleman has
given,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. No. I think there is an ele-
ment of justice in it. I say that frankly. I think there is an
equity here. Here are men who have been struggling for 10
years upon this desert territory, if the statements made in this
petition are true——

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. That is true. I have been over
the ground myself—

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Ieople who have been wait-
ing for this reclamation company to make good.

Mr. GORDON. And if is waiting for Congress to make good.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. For Congress or the State to
make good?

Mr. GORDON. Noj; Congress.

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvanin. Meanwhile these tenants have
made improvements. They have expended their labor and their
money, and that is where my sympathy comes in.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr, Speaker, I offer a little amendment.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Let us adopt the commitftee
amendment first. >

Mr. FRENCH. This is on the committee amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Idaho
offers an amendment to the committee amendment, The Clerk
will report it.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. FrExcH to the committee amendment:
Page 2, line 10, strike out the words “ qualified person” and insert in
lien thereof the following: * such Carey Act entrymen.”

Mr. FRENCH. Mr, Speaker, as the committee will see, that
is simply language that will clarify the language of the bill. I
hope there will be no objection to it.

AMr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes; I will be glad to yield.
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AMr, STAFPFORD. Of e¢ourse, the gentleman by the anend-
went enlarges the ¢luss who may make entry, as I understand it,
under this act. It restricts them to the Carey Act entrymen,

Mr. FRENCIL Ye=; no one else would have any preference
rights there:

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. If he were not a qualified Carey
Act entryman, he wonld not be on the project.

Mr. STAFFORD. But under existing law any person can
enter these Carey Act lands, whereas it is the purpose of this
bill to limit this privileze to take this land only to those who
are qualified.

Mr., FRENCH. Qualified how?

Mr. STAFFORD. Under national law.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. If we did not adopt this amend-
ment, there are a great many people, especially in the State of
Idaho, who could not get the benefit of it. Some one would
come along and take their rights away from them. That is the
reason for the amendment.

Mr, STAFFORD. It is more liberal in a way.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. The bill. as I infroduced it and
as it Is before us now, gives a preference right of entry “to
any qualified person.” Tt does not say “any qualified entry-
man.” A person who has used his homestead right is a gqualified
entryman under the Carey Act. I think the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. Frexca] would protect some
people that might possibly not be included in the bill as it is
now. That is, it might be so consirnad, so I think it is a proper
amendment

Mr, WALSH. Bui, Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tdaho yicld to the
zentleman from Massachusetts?

Mr. FRENCH. I will be glad to yield.

Mr. WALSH. This proposed amendwment, of course, is
broader than the bill as introduced. It is much broader than
the bill as amended by the committee, and would, I think, in-
clude persons who were not intended to be relieved under the
provisions of the act, either as introduced or as amended.

Mr, TAYLOR of Colorade. If the gentleman will yield to me
for a minute, I will say that this bill was prepared, at my re-
fuest, by the law officials of the Interior Department; that is,
the present phraseology of the bill is really departinental. But
several days ago the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. Sarra] called
my attention to the fact that they had one or more projects in
his State which under this present language might not be re-
lieved ; that is, that some of the settlers on those projects have
used their homestead rights or desert-land vights. There are
very worthy people, with improvements and homes, living on
the land, and he said that under the language of my bill he
feared those people might not be protected, and asked if I
would object to this amendment. I think the bill is probably
broad enough, but if there is any guestion about it I am per-
fectly willing to accept this amendment and make the bill
clearly protect the homes and property rights of everyone. I
do not see how any harm could come from it., That would
make the bill read as follows:

That the Spcreiary of the Interior, when restoring to {he public do-

main lands that have been segregated to a State under section 4 of the
act of A t 18, 1894, and the acts and resolutions amendatory
thereof an g;lxlmnenta.l thereto, commonly called the Carcy Act, Il
1uthorlzed in discretion nnd under such rules and regulations

he mny establish, to allow ior not g 90 days, to any meh

Act _entryman, a preferen t of entry under licable
pubﬂy laws gtm of sgch l.amla tow ich such person had tiated
which su m had estab-

n claim under the State laws and nqg:d perso
lished actual bona fide residence or made subsumtia! and perma-
nent improvements,

Mr, WALSH. The only harm in it is that it makes it wider
open.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Oh, mo.
clearly express what I intended.

Mr. WALSH. It permits these people to be relieved who
are not qualified persons under the Carey Act.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. They must be qualified persons
under the Carey Act or they could not be there. In addition
they must be actual residents on the land or people who have
actually put valuable and permanent improvements on the
land. Entire strangers to the project conld not come in and
zet a preference right to file on anybody else’s property. A
Carey Act enirymen who has in good falth established a resi-
dence upon his claim or put valuable and permanent improve-
ments on it is entitled to be protected in his rights, even if he
had formerly used his homesiead right.

Mr. WALSH. It seems to me that the mnendment proposed
is muech broader than the original law or than the bill as filed.
The amendment is propesed for the sake of relicving a few
people. Tt is very unwise, in my judgment, to put in this lan-
gnage,

It makes the bill more

Mr. JUUL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, WALSH. Yes.

Mr., JUUL. Does not the ;.,enlielunn think that if he would
look at line 12 he would find that it wonld be impossible to
grant relief to anybody who had not initiated claims?

Mr. WALSH. [ think so.

Mr, JUUL. If that is the case, then the limitation upon this
bill is that a man, in order fo securc any benefit from this law,
must at some time or another have initiated a claim, If
only such people can preofit by it, I think it is mighiy safe
legislation,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from
Idaho [Mr. Frencu] has expired. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Idaho to the
committee amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment to the amend-
ment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The guestion is on agreeing to
the committee amendment as modified by the amendment of
the gentleman from Idaheo.

The committee amendment as modified was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the House bill as amended.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr, Tavyror of Colorado, a motion to reconsider
the vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next
hill.

INTEREST PAYMENTS TO THE CHEROKEE NATION.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was
the bill (H. I, 4699) providing for the payment of certain in-
terest on items 1 and 4 of the judgment of the Court of Claims
of May 18, 1903, in favor of the Cherokee Nation.

The title of the bill was read.

Mr. HASTINGS. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be
passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Oklahoma
asks unanimous consent that this bill be passed over withont

prejudice. Is there objection?

Mr. WALSH. I shall object, unless the bill goes to the foot
of the calendar.

Mr. HASTINGS. Oh, certainly.

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman modify his request?

Mr. HASTINGS. Certainly. I ask that it go to the foot of
the calendar,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Oklahoma
asks unanimous consent that the bill be passed over without
prejudice and go to the foot of the calendar, Is there objection?

There was no objection,

CLAIMS OF THE CHEROKEE NATION.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R, 357) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court
of Claims to hear, consider, and determine certain ¢laims of the
Cherokee Nation against the United States, )

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
in view of the action taken by the gentleman from Oklahoma
[Mr. Hastrxgs] on the prior bill, to which no serious objection
was registered when this calendar was called on the last occa-
sion, except to that provision to which the Seeretary of the
Interior objected, I expected that the gentleman from Okla-
homa would ask unanimous consent to have this bill go over
without prejudice. If he does not do so, I shall have to object.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, answering the gentleman
from  Wiscousin, an amendment has been suggested by the
Secretary of the Interior, to be added to this bill, providing in
effect that such fee shall be paid as the Court of Claims inay,
allow, and if unanimous consent were given, I had infended to
offer that amendment to this bill. I thought that would ob-
viate any objection that there might be to its consideration. If
the genileman will permit me, this is recommended by the In-
terior Department, and is to refer to the Court of Claims this
matter for adjudication. I do not think there would be any,
ohjection to that. The only objectien at all that was found to
the bill, or at least the principal objection—I believe there were
one or two ether minor amendments—was that the amount of
the fee should be fixed by the Court of Claims. I was going to
offer that amendment, and I thought that then there would be
no other objection to the consideration of this bill.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr, Speaker, in view of the statement.
made by the gentleman from Oklahoma, I ask unanimous con-
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sent that the bill be passed over without prejudice, to take its
place at the foot of the calendar.

Mr. HASTINGS. I have no objection to that.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin
asks unanimous consent that this bill be passed over without
prejudice, to take its place at the foot of the calendar. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

ADDITIONAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICES OF THE SUPREME COURT OF THE
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (8. 2489) to create two additional associate justices
of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of this bill?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
present,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania objects. The bill will be stricken from the calendar.

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, will not the gentleman withhold
his objection—

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Since the gentleman from
North Carolinag evinces his interest in this bill, I will say that
it appears that this is a matter of such importance that it ought
to come up in the regular way and not be passed by unanimous
consent. :

Mr. WEBB. Will not the gentleman withhold his objection
for a moment?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
certainly.

Mr. WEBB. 1 realize that this is a matter of importance
from n parlinmentary standpoint; but, on the other hand, it is
of much greater importance to the litigants and public of this
city that this bill should be passed at once. I want to say to
my friend from Pennsylvania that a year ago the necessity for
additional judges in the Supreme Court of this District was
80 pressing that the Judiciary Committee, by unanimous vote,
recommended the passage of this bill, and it passed this House
by unanimous consent and went to the Senate and passed that
body in practically the same way; but an additional judge was
tacked onto the bill, and the House Judiciary Committee could
not agree to that; so the bill died in conference. During this
session the bill has passed the Senate and has been reported
back to the House by unanimous vote of the Judiciary Com-
mittee.

I want to say to my friend that in my service here in the
House there has not been anywhere a more congested and dis-
tressing condition of affairs in the way of an overcrowded
docket of a court than exists in the Supreme Court of this
District. Last year this supreme court terminated 7,884 cases;
in other words, 1,313 cases per judge, according to the Attor-
ney General’s report. The average termination of cases by
Federsl judges in United States courts is about 180 or 190 cases
each per year, These judges in the District of Columbia ter-
minated 1,313 cases each. For the sake of the litizants and
the hard-worked judges of this District I appeal to my friend
from Pennsylvania not to object to this bill.

Mr. WALSH. I want to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. Moorg] if he will not bestow upon the people of the
District of Columbia, who, according to the representations of
the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, are being denied jus-
tice and the opportunity to present their cases, the same gym-
pathy with which his heart is filled to overflowing toward the
people of the great western country?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. Warsu] pleads like a lawyer; but I question
whether I would want to withdraw my objection at this time,
owing to certain information that I understand is available
with respect to the necessity for these two new judges. It is
not usual to create judges by unanimous consent, as the gentle-
man well knows.

Mr. WEBB. I will say to my friend that by unanimous con-
sent we have created six or eight new judges in this House in
the last 12 years, and I remember one for New Jersey, one for
California, and one for Pennsylvania.

AMr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. There have been cases, one
of which in particular has been called to my attention recently,
where I am frank to say the House would not be justified in
creating a new office. I do not want at this time to dispute the
gentleman’s statement of facts with regard to the necessity for
these two new judges.

Mr. WEBB. I am getting my facts from the report of the
Attorney General.

Mr. Speaker, I object for the

I will withhold the objection,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. This court has been getting
along very well with the judges that we have upon the bench,
and it is rather unusual to ask for two judges. If this condi-
tion has been so alarming, we might have had a request for one
judge long ago. -

Mr. WEBB. I want to suggest to my friend that if he shounld
bring a suit on the civil side of the docket in this court, and he
should find that he could not hope to have a hearing of it
within two years, he would say that was a distressing condition.
Litigants are not only being denied justice but they are being
denied the opportunity to get into court. These judges devote
all their time that they can to their work, and do more work
than any Federal judge of my acquaintance or knowledge.

Mr, STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WEBB. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. In the last Congress, in the Senate, a bill
was introduced to try to correct this condition by conferring
greater jurisdiction upon the municipal court and thereby to
relieve the Supreme Court of the District of the trial of hundreds
of cases of very minor consequence, involving amounts of $50
and upward. A similar bill was introduced by the chairman
of the committee in thiz House, but no such action has been
taken this year. It is the opinion of certain attorneys in the
Distriet that the purpose now is to get the two additional
judges and then come before Congress and try to have the
jurisdiction rearranged so as to relieve this court, which should
not be engaged in trials de novo or of appeal, of little, petty
civil cases, whereby this court would no longer have cases that
would require two additional judges. Is the gentleman ac-
quainted with the trend of present-day legislation that has
relieved eircuit courts in Chicago and the circuit courts in
my own home city of a great amount of minor litigation by
vesting jurisdiction in minor civil eases in the municipal court
and making the cirenit courts only appellate courts on obvious
errors in the record?

Mr. WEBB. In reply to the gentleman, I will say that he

would not deny litigants or defendants the right to appeal from

the police court where he is sentenced to one year in the
penitentiary?

Mr. STAFFORD. I am not directing my remarks to the
eriminal side of the lower courts. I am directing the gentle-
man's attention to relieving the court of common pleas and the
circuit court by enlarging the jurisdiction of the lower court
and making the lower court’s jurisdiction extend higher than
that of the justice of the peace, thereby relieving the upper
courts from the trial of these petty cases.

Mr, WEBB. The municipal courts her2 now have jurisdiction
up to $500, and that is bigger than it is in the gentleman’s
State and in many States.

Mr. STAFFORD. The distinguished chairman of the Judi-
ciary Committee shows he is not acquainted with the recent
legislation. In my home city we found it very efficacious in
the expedition of the trial of civil cases by transferring to the
civil court, which superseded the court of the justice of the
peace, jurisdiction to the amount of $2,000 in tort cases as
well as contracts, and now the attorneys bring all their cases
up to that amount, including personal-injury cases, into the
civil court, and get a trial within 30 days; and the cases on
appeal to the circuit court are reversed only for error that
obviously works an injustice.

Mr. WEBB. I will say that even if you should deny the right
of appeal in every criminal case and in every civil suit begun
in the police court and the municipal court in this city, this
supreme court would be a harder-worked court than any court
in the United States, because the appeal ecases only amount to
about one-sixth of the cases tried by it.

Mr. STAFFORD. It is not the appenl cases; but am I not
right in saying that at present litigants may bring cases de
novo before the District Supreme Court involving $507?

Mr. WEBB. They can do it, but they never do do it. They
bring them in the municipal court, where they can get immedi-
ate trial. If they bring them in the supreme court they could
not get a trial in a civil suit in less than two years. I sub-
mit to the House in behalf of public justice that two new judges
should be created for this District.

Mr, GILLETT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, WEBB. Yes.

Mr. GILLETT. Is this the court over which our late associ-
ate, Judge Covington, presides?

Mr. WEBB. Yes.

Mr, GILLETT. He is chief justice of that court?

Mr. WEBB. Yes.

Mr. GILLETT. Is it not a fact that the President thinks the
court has so little to do that he has assigned Judge Covington
to other duties to which he is giving a part of his time?
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Mr. WEBB. No, sir; the chief justice is in his court prac-
tically every day. The only difference is he does not take up a
case that will require a week to try it. You will find him
there this morning or this afternoon, I have no doubt.

Mr. GILLETT. It takes a great deal of his time, does it
not?
Mr. WEBB. No;nota great deal of time. He spends an even-

ing or an afternoon on this labor proposition, but he does not
sacrifice his court, because he is on the bench almost con-
stantly.

Mr. GILLETT. He is now on his way out West, is he not?

Mr. WEBB. No; I do not think so. He is doing great work
in the interest of our common and beloved ceuntry, and should
not be eriticized for answering the call of the President in these
grave times,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylyania. I object.

REFINED PRODUCTS OF PETROLEUM AS STORES ON VESSELS
CARRYING PASSENGERS,

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (8. 1546) to permit the use of certain refined
products of petroleum as stores on steam vessels carrying pas-
sengers,

The Clerk read the bill, ns follows :

Be it enacted, ete., That sectlon 4472 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States of America be, and the same is hereby, amended by add-
ing thereto the following provision: “Provided, however, That kero-
sene and Iubrimt!nﬁ oils made from refined products of petroleum
wiieh will stand a fire test of not less than 300° F. may be used as
stores on board steamers carrying passengers, under such regulations
as shall be prescribed by the Board of Supervising Inspectors with the
approval of the Secretary of Commerce,”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. ALEXANDER. This bill passed the last Congress and
failed to pass the Senate, and in this Congress it passed the
Senate and is unanimously reported by the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr, ALEXANDER, 2 motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table,

AUTHORIZING THE ESTABLISHMENT OF CERTAIN SECOND-CLASS POST
OFFICES.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 7230) to amend the postal laws.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. I object,

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent thut
the bill may be passed without prejudice.

Mr. STAFFORD. I object.

SURVEY OF HOMESTEADS IN ALASKA.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R, 85063) to amend the homestead law in its ap-
prlication to Alaska, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present
consgideration of the bill?

There was no objection,

Mr, SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alaska
asks unanimous consent to consider the bill in the House as in
Committee of the Whole. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be il enacted, ete,, That the act of Congress entitled “An act to
amend the United States homestead law in its application to Alaska,
and for other purposes,” approved July 8, 1916, i{s hereby amended to
rend as follows :

“ BeerioN 1. That every person who Is qualified under existing laws
to make homestead entry of the public lands of the United States who
has settled upon or who shall hereafter settle upon any of the public
lands of the United States situated In the Distriet of Alaska, whether
surveyed or unsurveyed, with the intention of claimling the same under
the homestead laws, shall, subject to the provislons and limitations of
the act approved March 3, 1903, chapter 1002, United States Statutves
at Large, page 1028, be entitled to enter 160 acres or a less quantity
of nnappropriated public lnnd In sald District of Alaska, and no more
and a former homestead entry in any other State or Territory shall
not be a bar to a homestead entry in Alaska: Provided, That nothing
herein contained shall be construed to limit or curtail the arvea of any
homestead claim heretofore lawfully initiated.

“ 8ec. 2, That if the system of public surveys has not been cxtenided
over the land included in a homestead entry, the entryman may, after
aie compliance with the terms of the homestead law in the matter of
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residence, cultivation, and improvement, submit to the register and
receiver n showing ns to such compliance, duly corroborated by two
witnesses, and if such evidence satisfactorily shows that the home-
steader is in a position to submit acceptable final proof the surveyor
general of the Territory will be so advized and will, not later than the
next succeeding surveying season, issue proper instructions for the sur-
vey of the land so entered, without expense to the entryman, who may
thereafter submit final proof as in similar entrles of surveyed lands.
So far as practicable, such survey shall follow the general system of
public-land surveys, and the entryman shall conform his boundaries
thereto : Provided, That nothing herein shall prevent the homesteader
from securing earller nction on his entry by a special survey at his
own expense, if he so elects.

** 8ec, 3. That there shall be excepted from homestead settlement and
entry under this aet the lands In Annette and Pribilof Islands, the
islands leased or occupied for the propagation of foxes, and such other
lands as have been, or may be, reserved or withdrawn from settlement
or entry.”

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle-
man from Alaska what the idea is of exempting these two
islands or group of islands in the last proviso of the Dbill?

Mr. SULZER, I will say to the gentleman that the Pribilof
Islands are the seal islands in Bering Sea, and they are under
the direct control of the Federal Government under interna-
tional agreement to protect the seal herds. The Annette Island
is an island reserved a number of years ago by the Government
for the benefit of the Metlakatla Indians. That is covered in
the law now, and this section is as the Jaw reads now. It is
simply copied in this bill

Mr. WALSH. Who is it that is raising foxes—the settlers,
or is it done under the supervision of the IMederal Government?

Mr, SULZER. In addition to those islunds I have just de-
seribed, T will say to the gentleman there have been certain
other small islands leased by the Department of Commerce to
certain individuals for the propagation of foxes in Alaska.

Mr. WALSH. Is that carried on under the auspices of the
Department of Commerce?

Mr. SULZER. Yes; the Department of Commerce has juris-
diction to make leases of islands for fox farming; the bill
under consideration does not change the law in regard to those
matters, but provides for a free survey of homestead eniries in
certain areas of Alaska not covered by the public-land surveys
or not within the various reserves.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the bill

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Surzer, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

COCONINO AND TUSAYAN NATIONAL FORESTS.

The next business on tlie Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 273) to extend the time for cutting timber
on the Coconino and Tusayan National Forests, Ariz.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ohject, I
want to ask the gentleman having this measure in charge if
it would not be possible under the terms of the bill extending
the time to 1950, which is, I understand, 24 years beyond the
limit now fixed by law, for timber or trees to be planted at
this time and reforestation to be begun, so that in the year
1948 or 1949 all that timber would have reached a growth
sufficiently large to be cut?

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman
that I was in a national forest in northern Arizona two years
ago and made inquiry of the forest supervisor as to the average
age of the trees that were cut for lumber. A variety known
as the Chihuahua pine grows there, and the supervisor stated
that the average age, as shown by the rings in the trees, was
150 years, at which time the frees are mature and ready to
cut. With this very slow rate of growth nothing that the gen-
tleman suggests could happen.

Mr. WALSH. Of course I do not mean, to say that they
could raise trees there between now and 1950 of the same
size as those mow being cut, but could they not grow trees of
sufficient size between the present time and 1948 which would
at that time be large enough to cut for timber?

Mr. WAYDEN. Trees about 8 inches in diameter were
pointed out to me as 30 years old. Owing to the comparatively
slight rainfall, the growth is exceedingly slow. I desire to
state for the information of the gentleman that if I obtain
consent to have this bill considered, I shall propose Lo substi-
tute an identical bill, which has passed the Senate, in lieu
of this hill, e

Mr. WALSH. Does that carry it up to 1950?

Mr. HAYDEN. Senate bill 389 is identical with this bill.
There is not the difference of a comma between the two meas-

ures.
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Mr, WALSH: Of course the gentleman states that he saw
L:Irflses there that were 8 inches in diameter that were 100 years

Mr. HAYDEN. Thirty years old.

Mr. WALSH. Would it be possible to plant some other species
of trees there which might grow more rapidly? Evidently there
is sufficient moisture for a forest to have grown up during the
past 100 or 150 years, and I do not know whether this is located
in a section where the tree growth might be encouraged by the
introduction of irrigation or some other plan,

Me. HAYDEN. All this timber grows at an altitude of from
5,500 feet to 7,500 feet, and irrigation is both impractical and
unnecessary. The Forest Service has a tree-planting experi-
ment station near Flagstaff, Ariz, but up to this time they have
had but little success in growing trees there. It was explained
to me by the oflicer in charge of the station that if the rainfall
does not come at the richt time the seeids do not germinate, or.
if it happens to be a very cold winter, the freezing will kill the
young trees. It is only once in about 15 years that there is any
considerable reproduction of timber. There has to be a combi-
nation of rainfall and seed erop and a mild winter so that the
trees do not freeze in order to have any reproduction at all, For
these reasons planting trees on the national forests In northern
Arizona has not been demonstrated to be a commercial success.

Mr. WALSH. Then the result of this legislation will be to
just devastate this reservation?

Mr. HAYDEN. Oh, no. The Saginaw & Manistee Lumber
Co. now control two tracts of land, aggregating 75.000 acres. on
which there are about 180,000,000 feet of lumber. On 45.000
acres, containing about 115.000,000 feet of lumber, they have
until 1026 in which to complete the cut. That company now
has absolufe control of that area and can strip it bare of mer-
chantable timber if they so desire.

On 30,000 acres, containing about 65.000.000 feet of timber,
there is no time limit. They ean ecut that at any time they
please. Now, the company agrees that, in consideration of
this extension of time on the 45.000 acres, the unlimited time
they have in which to eut the timber on the 30.000 acres shall
likewise be limited to 1950. They also agree that hereafter
all logging operations ghall be conducted under the regulations
of the Forest Service, which provide that a unumber of seed
trees shall be left on each acre, and that the tree tops shall be
piled and burned to avoid the danger of forest fires,

With respect to the history of this bil I would like to state
to the gentlemun sowne facts which I think perhaps will aid in
its consideration. This mensure was sent to me by the officials
of the United States Forest Service in Washington, and I was
asked to introduce it, because the enactment of such a law would
benefit the Coconino and Tusayan National Forests. About 50
years ago the Government donated to the Atlantic-Pacific Rail-
roail the alternate sections on each side of the track for 40
miles. About 20 years ago the Government, by means of cer-
tain exchanges, which no one now approves. again acquired
title to these alternate sections. But in the meantime the
Saginaw & Manistee Lumber Co., a Michigan corporation, had
bought timber on two large tracts of land. They did not own
and never have owned an acre of the land. They purchased
only the timber-cutting rights.

In logging its timber on the alternate sections the company
also found it advisuble to purchase the timber on the other
parts of the checkerboard. which belonged to the United States.
But the eapacity of the lumber mill in Willinms is such that,
unless this bill is passed. they must confine all of their opera-
tions to the tract of 45,000 acres, if they are compelled to cut
the timber on it by 1926. This means that the Government
timber on the alternate sections will net be cut.

Now, no other lumber company could afford to ecarry on
logging operations for half of the timber in that scope of
country. Therefore it is to the interest of the Forest Service
that this legislation be passed so the cutiing will proceed on
all of the land.

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman’s statement is based upon the
theory that it is to the interest of the Forest fervice to destroy
all the trees, whether on the odd-numbered or even-numbered
sections, above 12 inches in diameter?

Mr. HAYDEN. No; it is in the interest of the Forest Serv-
ice to have all the matured timber cut on the Government laml
as well as on the lands now controlled by the Saginaw &
Manistee Lumber Co. If that is done, and suitable seel trees
are left on each acre, the forests are amply protected and will
reproduce themselves in due course of time.

Mr. WALSH May I ask the gentleman if this company
which is cutting the timber upon the odd-numbered sections,
which it has purchased, is leaving trees uncut 11 inches in diam-

eter 18 inches above the ground or making a clean sweep of
those trees?

Mr. HAYDEN. I understand that the company is faithfully
carrying out the contract under which it is doing business. I
have heard no complaint from the Forest Service in that regard.
They have left all undersize trees on the land.

Mr. MONDELL. Is not this probably true: So far as their
own timber is concerned they are under no obligations to leave
those trees?

Mr. HAYDEN. They are under contraet to cut no tree under
11 inches in diameter 18 inches sbove the ground.

Mr. MONDELL. They may be doing that; but they are
under no obligativn to leave seed trees or to comply with the
regulations of the Forest Service with regard to the protection
from fire.

Mr. HAYDEN. That is true; but they now propose to put
themselves under the national forest regulations.

Mr. WALSH. So if they desire, without this legislation they
could entirely clear the odd-numbered sections, but if this legis-
lation is passed they would have to comply with the same regu-
lations that are imposed upon even-numbered sections in cutting
timber on the odd-numbered sections?

Mr; HAYDEN. Exactly so.

Mr. WALSH. Ana this limit, which is now fixed at 1950, In
the gentleman’s opinion would not be detrimental to the preser-
vation and security of the forests in that section of the country?

Mr. HAYDEN. Absolutely not. The gentleman understands
that the limit to which he refers applies onl; to about one-half
of the land.

Mr. WALSH. I understand.

Mr. HAYDEN. But they accept the limit of 1950 on another
tract of land. which they now have an unlimited time to eut.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to ob-
ject, where in the bill is there any such provision that ter-
minates the right of this lumber company to cut its-timber on
that land which has no limit of time for eutting?

Mr. HAYDEN. This is the way in which this mafter came
up: An agreement between this company and the Secretary of
Agriculture is already prepared and ready for signature, and
the bill provides:

That said company executes and enters Into an a ment with the
Secretary of Agriculture to comply with such additional requirements
as may mutually agreed upon to promote forest-fire protection, re-
forestation, and forestry administration.

Now, in the prepared agreement the Secretary of Agriculture
has provided that the timber-cutting rights on both tracts of
land shall expire in 1950, E

Mr. STAFFORD. But ihere is nothing in the law which
terminates the right of this lumber company—that their right
on their land, on which they have an unlimited right to cut,
shall terminate in 1950%

Mr. HAYDEN. This act is absolutely inoperative unless fliey
make such an agreement with the Secretary of Agriculture,

Mr. STAFFORD. There is nothing in this law saying the
Secretary should embody that provision in the agreement, hut
while it is incorporated in the letter of the Secretary, that is
his proposition; nevertheless if this law were passed and the
lumber company would decline to adhere to the tentative agree-
ment the Secretary would be still privileged to go ahead and
give the privilege to continue until 1950 the cutting on this land.

Mr, HAYDEN, Which he has absolutely no intention of
doing.

Mr. STAFFORD. I know that., Now, would the gentleman
have any objection to incorporating an amendment to carry out
that idea?

Mr. HAYDEN. T would not have any objection to it; but I
do not think it is necessary.

Mr. STAFFORD. It is not necessary if the Secretary insists
that the tentative agreement be executed, but as legislators we
should embody it in the bill

Mr. HAYDEN. 1 have no objection to that. But, as I say,
the Secretary assures us, and so states in his report, that
nothing will be done to this unless such an agreement is
reached.

Mr, STAFFORD. The reason for Congress allowing this bill
to go through granting this long time of 24 years to this com-
pany to cut timber on the major portion of this land that it
has not a right to cut is that it will surrender its privileges of
cutting timber there perpetually in December, 1950. Now, I
would like to ask the gentleman if he has any objection to an
amendment that I suggest, in the following language? I do
not know whether it will embody it or not. I am reading now
on page 2, after the word “ administration,” in line 5. After the
word “ administration ” insert:
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And, further, that all its rights to cut and remove timber from any
lands within said natiomal forest are to terminate on the 31st day of
December, 1850,

Mr. HAYDEN. T would be glad to accept that amendment.

Mr, STAFFORD. May I inquire further—and I am making
the inquiry at the suggestion of some gentlemen on this side—
what was the need of extending this privilege 24 years? Why
could not a shorter time than that still protect the interests of
the Government and also give advantage to the lumber com-
pany?

Mr. HAYDEN. All that T know is that this agreement was
made between the Tumber company and the Forest officials after
considerable negotiation. Having reached an agreement, the
Forest Service sent me this bill and asked me to introduce it.
I will say to the gentleman that before I took any action on
it in committee I referred it to the governor of Arizona, the
State land commission, the board of supervisors of Coconino
County, and a number of others. They all reported to me that
this measure was mutually advantageous to the Forest Service,
the State of Arizona, Coconino County, and to the lumber
company.

Mr., STAFFORD. I understand that this is a mountainous
country.

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. And it is only practicable to have one
spur line of railroad to run it into the forest and take the timber
down to the mill?

Mr. HAYDEN. And it is hard to construct on account of
the rocky condition of the country.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to substitute the bill

S. 389 for the House bill, and ask unanimous consent that it be
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole.
« The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arizona
asks unanimous consent that the bill be considered in the House
as in the Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none.

Now, the gentleman from Arizona asks that Senate bill 389 be
considered in lien of the House bill. 1s there objection? [After
a pause.] The Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the bill,

The Clerk read as follows: 3
An act (8. 339) to extend the time for cutting timber on the Coconino

and Tusayan National Forests, Ariz.

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the rights of the Saginaw & Manistee
Lumber Co., and its successors in interest, to cut and remove the
timber from such of the lands within the Coconino and Tusayan Na-
tional Forests as were reconveyed to the United States, subject to out-
standing timber-right contracts held by said company, under the Tules,
regulations, and conditions imposed by the Secretary of the Interior
at the time of said rezonveyance, are hereby extended to and until the
31st day of December, A. D. 1950 : Provided, That sald company exe-
cutes and enters into an a ment with the Secretary of Agriculture
to comply with such additional requirements as may be mutually
agreed upon to promote forest-fire protection, reforestation, and forestry
administration ; tut this act shall not ke construed to confer upon
said company any other rights in addition to those held by the com-
pany at the time of said reconveyance, and in the absence of the execu-
tion of such an agreement this act shall neither extend nor restrict
the present rights of said company. ’

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment which
I send to the Clerk's desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr, STaFrForDp : Page 2, line 0§, after the word
“ administration,”” ingert: And, further, that all its rights to cut and
remove timber from any lands within sald national forest are to ter-
minate on the 31=t day of December, 1950.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The guestion is on the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from \Wisconsin [Mr. StAFrorp].
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, was
read the third time, and passed. -

On motion of Mr. HAaypeN, a motion to reconsider’the vote by
whiech the bill was passed was laid on the iable.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
have the bill H. R. 273, of similar tenor, laid on the table,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, it is so
ordered. '

There was no objection.

COLUMBIA RIVER AND ITS TRIBUTARIES.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 2617) to ratify the compact and agreement
between the States of Oregon and Washington regarding con-
current jurisdiction over the waters of the Columbia River and
its tributaries in connection with regulating, protecting, and

ving fish.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, T do not
incline to object, but I wish to obtain some information as to
what are the rights of the Federal Government in control of
fisheries in boundary streams.

Mr. HADLEY. Mr. Speaker, the States have complete juris-
diction over the Columbia River except in respect to commerce
and navigation, and those are both exempted from the operation
of the bill. There is no question of Federal jurisdiction in-
volved here, in so far as fisheries are concerned.

Mr. STAFFORD. I suppose the title to the aujolning land
on the Columbia River terminates at the high-water mark of
that stream?

Mr. HADLEY. The high-water mark. I should say
. Mr, STAFFORD. And that the title, up to the median line,
is in the State in which the property is located?

Alr. HADLEY. A more pertinent question, if the gentleman
will permit, is as to what is the real boundary of the States.
The boundary of the States is really the middle of the channel
and the jurisdiction of the States is concurrent over the stream,
but in the exercise of their powers under this general and con=
current jurisdiction, in the absence of uniform laws, there have
frequently been very serious controversies which have arisen
and which could not be avoided, because in the nature of things,
where the boundary is in the middle of the stream, in the
course of time, with the changed conditions, which are effective
on either side, the question of determining where the middle
of the stream is is one that is difficult for even scientific or
accurate determination, and for practical purposes a very an-
noying situation is presented. With a view to reaching the
difficulties that are involved, the States of Oregon and Wash-
ington entered into a compact, through their respective legis-
latures, in 1915, as it appears in this bill, and they adopted uni-
form laws with respect to fisheries on the Columbia River; that
is, the agreement was made subject to ratification by Con-
gress, because under the Constitution no such agreement can
be made between the States, and, in fact, no agreement can be
made between States without the consent of Congress.

A compact was entered into, and subsequently a bill identical
with this passed the House in the Sixty-fourth Congress, but
it failed to be reached in the other body, and in the sessions of
1917 following both States again entered into a further agree-
ment with regard to the same general subject matter, desiring
to amend their fishing laws concurrently in certain particulars.
That was done, and in the report of the joint conference com-
mittee to each legislature, which was adopted by both legisla-
tures, they again referred to this compact and agreement and
expressed the desire on behalf of each State that this compact
previously referred to in the bill which was passed in this
House be ratified by Congress. That was done in the sessions
of 1917, so that the compact continues, and the legislation has
been consistent with that compact.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I have recognized the need
of such action to confirm the action of the respective legislatures
of the States, and therefore I withdraw my objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill,

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 2617) to ratify the compact and agreement between the
Btates of Oregon and Washlm{;on regardln% concurrent jurisdiction
over the waters of the Columbia River and its tributaries in connec-
tion with regulating, protecting, and preserving fish.

Be it enacted, ete., That the Congress of the United Btates of America

hereby consents to and ratifies the co‘mﬁmct and agreement entered
| into between the States of Oregon and Washington relative to regulating,
rotecting, and preserving fish in the boundary waters of the Columbia
iver and other waters, which compact and agreement is contained in
section 20 of chapter 188 of the general laws of Oregon for 1915. and

section 116, chapter 81, of the session laws of Washington for 1915,

and is as follows:

“All laws and re%u'lations now existing, or which may be necessary
for regulating, protecting, or %reserviutg fish in the waters of the
Columbia River, over which the States of Oregon and Washington have
concurrent J]urisdictlon or any other waters within either of said
States, which would affect said concurrent jurisdiction, shall be made,
changed, altered, and amended in whole or in part, only with the mutuai
consent and approbation of both States.”

Nothing herein contained shall be construed to affect the right of the
United States to re te commerce, or the jurisdiction of the United
States over navigable waters.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the en-
grossment and third reading of the bill

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. HADpLEY, a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next
bill.

ASSISTANT TO THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.
The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent

was the Senate joint resolution (S. J. Ites. 104) authorizing the
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assistant to the Secretary of the Iuterior to sign official papers
and documents.

The title of the resolution was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. WALSH. 1 object.

Mr, STAFFORD. Will the gentleman withhold his objec-
tion?

Mr., WALSH. Yes; I will withhold it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman withholds his
objection.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, this resolution is strongly
urged and recommended by the Secretary of the Interior in
order to relieve him of some of the detailed work in the ad-
ministration of his office. . 3

The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris], who reported
the resolution. is at present engaged in a very important hear-
ing on the water-power bill. Otherwise he would be here fo
present this need. But, if the gentleman will permit, this
assistant ‘to the Secretary, as ‘the Secretary points ont in his
letter contained in the Teport, is a high-grade man in the nature
of a confidentinl secretary. i

The gentleman realizes that in the administration of large
business affairs, matters of detail, of the signing of papers, the
slgning of letters, is left by the heads of the institutions to the
assistant to the president, assistants to the various other execn-
tive officers. The gentleman certainly is not opposed to de-
puting to the assistant to the Secretary such administrative
work as is sought to be accomplished by this bill.

I thought that with this presentation the gentleman would
see the need of not taking up the time of fhe Secretary himself
in merely signing unimportant papers, but would leave it to his
discretion to determine what papers miglht be signed by his
assistant.

Mr. MONDELL. The Assistant Secretary is a good lawyer.
He is n man well qualified to pass on any question which might
come before the Becretary. But in the law fhere are consid-
erable classes of papers which can mot be signed by the Scere-
tary’s assistant.

Mr. WALSH. May I interrupt the gentleman?

- Mr. MONDELL. Yes. '

Mr, WALSH. This is not to authorize Mr. Vogelsang to sign

fhese papers. This is to authorize the -assistant to the Secre-

tary to do it
Mr. ELSTON. It is the same thing.
Mr. WALSH. Oh, no; it is not the same thing at all. The

gentleman from California [Mr. Irstex] wenld convey the
impression that the Assistant Secretury and the assistant to
the Secretary are the same officials, whereas if he avould look
into the matter a little further he would see that they are
not the same persons at all, and that this is not designed to
confer any authority upon Mr. Vogelsang to sign papers, but
to confer it upen Mr. Bradley .or upon Mr, Meyer or on Mr.
Brown.

Mr, ELETON, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WALSH. Yes,

Mr. ELSTON. When I suggested in the colloguy here, with-
out obtaining recognition of the Chair, that it was the same
thing I was referring 1o .o principle. 1t is perfectly obvious
that the Secretary of the Interior himself can not be here all
the time. Mr. Vogelsang has tremendous responsibilities. Now,
there are certain departments of the work that are in 'the
nature of pro forma duties, wherein, however, the official signa-
ture of the Secretary is mecessary. This resolution was con-
sidered by the committee of swhich T am a ‘member. Tt was
unanimously passed out by Republicans and Democrats, and it
was considered a very necessary additional facility to the office
of the Secretary of the Interior to enable them “to do rtheir
business expeditiously. ;

We all know how these departments are run. There is a
great deal of routine work, and it is desirable in the interest
of eflicient work in the departments. I hope the gentleman
will not object. It is not a matter of adding to the autocratic
power or enlarging the grasp of an ever-grasping Secretary, us
he might impute, but it is merely to enable that Secretary the
better to perform his functions,

It appeared to the committee, without much argument upon
it, that it was a perfectly reasonable and sensible thing to do.
I can not see how this resolution could be objected to at all
It is a very inconsequential matter. It amounts to very little.
I appeal to the gentleman from Massachusetts to withhold his
objection and let this little resolution pass.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I have withheld my objection
for the purpose of permitting the gentleman from California to
make the statement which he has made.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman
from Massachusetts yield to a suggestion from me also?

Mr. WALSH. I will be delighted to.

Afr. TAYLOR of Colorado., I will say that the gentleman
from Oklahoma [Mr. FErris] asked me to assist in passing this
bill if there was any opposition to it. I think you know, and
everybody knows, that the Secretary of the Interior is one of
the busiest men in Washington, and has been for many months,
In fact, all of us western Members, especially who have busi-
ness with the Seceretary of the Interior, or with the Interior
Department, know that the assistant to the Secretary is a
thoroughly qualified and exceptionally competent man to ex-
amine matters and to sign the Secretary's name to such matters
as the Becretary may designate. The assistant secretaries have
special duties that fully occupy their time., They are all very
busy. That is a tremendously important department, and when
the Secretary of the Interior has made this earnest request, and
made it so urgently to the Senate and House both, to relieve
‘bim -of this physical drudgery of personally signing his name
many hundreds of times, it seems to me that is a reasonable
request that Congress should grant. It ispractically a personal
matter that he has asked of us, and I am perfectly confident
that it will not be abused or the Secretary’s confidence violated.
It seems to me we ought to grant this request in the interest
of facilitating business. Certainly nobody will say that Sec-
retary Lane would ask this authority if he thought there was
any possibility whatever of its ever being abused. The Senate
has promptly passed this bill without any question, and I cer-
tainly feel that the House .ought to de so.

Alr. WALSH. Mr, Speaker, I recognize the fact that the
present Secretary of the Interior is a most capable and excel-
lent official—one of the ablest of the President’s Cabinet. in my
opinion—and that he had what seemed to him good reason for
favoring this legislation. But it is -only going to open up the
opportunity in the future, when possibly we may not have as
competent and eapable a Secretary of the Interior as we have
now, for confusion and mistake. The present Secretary of the
Interior eomplains that he has only two assistant secreturies.
Yet the Secretary of Commerce has but one, the Secretary -of
Labor has but one, and the Secretary of the Navy has but one
assistant secretary. This does mot enlarge the authority of
the two assistant secretaries in any way whatever. In addition
to these two assistant secretaries, the Secretary -of the Interior
has nn assistant to ‘the Secretary, an assistant to the Secre-
tary ;in charge of the affairs of the Alaska Mailroad, a special
assistant to the Secretary, a chief clerk, a private secretary to
the Secretary, and g confidential clerk, in addition to the wari-
ous -ofher ‘burenu chiefs, assistants, clerks, and solicitors, and
the nssistants to the heads of the various bureaus and divisions
of the Department of 'the Interior.

Afr. TAYLOR of ‘Celorado. May I interrupt ‘the gentleman?

Mr. WALSH. Yes.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Is:the gentleman awarve that the
foree in the Interior Department has increased so that to-lay
in ‘the various bureaus of that department there are more than
25,000 employees?

Mr. WALSH. Yes: and T am also gware that the Navy De-
partment has. increased very much more than that, yet we have
not been asked to provide another Assistant Secretary of the
Navy. The work of the Navy Department is far greater and
is of a great deal more importance during the present crisis
than the work of the Interior Department.

Ar. TAYLOR of Colorado, But the Secretary of the Navy
does not have to sgign one one-hundredith part of the documents
that the Secretary of the Interior has ‘te sign.

Alr, WALSH. 1T do not agree with the gentleman at all, be-
cause the Seeretary of the Navy and his assistants very often
sign correspondence that comes to them from the chiefs of other
bureaus and divisions, and frequently when you expect to get
a reply from the chief of a bureau or division the reply is re-
turned to you signed by the Secretary of the Navy or the Assist-
ant Secretary. Secretary Lane says:

‘This, however, loes not relieve myself or the Assistant Secretaries
from the necessity of signing the documents and papers after they have
passed through his hands—

Referring to the assistant to the Secretary. Therefore this is
not going to relieve them from the task of signing these docu-
ments, apparently, but it simply permits somebody else to sign
them ‘before the Secretary does.

Mr, ELSTON, WWill the gentleman yield?

Mr. WALSH. 1 yield to the gentleman from California.

Mr. ELSTON.. Dees not that lenve the gentleman an open-
ing, then, to permit this bill to pass without his objection under
these peculiar circumstances? I realize the pessibilities in fhe
way of complications and possible abuse that the gentleman
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has conjured up here; but in view of the last eomment in the
Secretary’s communication. I do not think these things will
eventuate in this cnse, and I really hope the gentleman will
withhold his objection. I do not believe any great harm wilk
result.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I have grave doubts as to whether
we ought to establish a precedent such as this with the head of
a very important executive department amd permit him to allow
one of his assistunis—uoot an Assistant Secretary of the de-
partiment, however—who may e, aml probably is, his personal
selection for the position, to sign documents of gravest import.
The existing law only permits the chief clerk, as I umlerstand
it, to sign these documents in the ahsence of the Assistant Sec-
retury. Probubly an additional and impelling reason for the
enactivent of this proposed legislation way be found in the faet
that this distinguished Secretary of the Interior has lately been
assigned to a wuage arbitration committee, or some similar
board or tribunal—for which I know he is amply qualified—
that will enguge some of his time; but it seems to me that the
Seeretary of the Interior ought not to trunsfer the work of
signing officinl documents that become a part of the records
of the Government and of his departinent to an assistant who
is not really an executive officer,

However, though [ have received sufficient Information to
convinee me that the objections which I have ruised are well
founded. I have had an opportunity to express my views upon
the question, and T am going to withdraw the objection. [Ap-
plause.] Should confusion arise in the future. I shall have the
sutisfaction of knowing that it was, in o feeble way, forecast.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there ubjection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the joint
resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Senate joint resolution 104, .

FResolved, etc., That the assistant to the Secretary of the Imterior be,
and bereby Is, authorized to sign such oficial papers and decuments as
the Becretary may direct.

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, and was
accordingly read the third time and passed.

On mation of Mr. Tavior of Colorade, a motion to reconsider
the vote by which the joint resolution was passed wus laid ob
the tuble,

INDEMNITIES TO AUSTRIA-HUNGARY, GREECE, AND TURKEY.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 69) to authorize the puywent of indemnities
to the Governments of Austria-Hungury, Greece. aml Turkey
for injuries inflicted on their nationals during riots occurring
in South Omaha, Nebr., February 21. 1909,

The Clerk rewd the title of the bill,

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. STAFFORD, DMr. Spenker, reserving the right to object,
I ask that this be passed over without prejudice for a week.

Mr. FLOOID., Two weeks, .

Mr. STAFFORD. No; the next Unanimous Consent Calendar
day is a week from Monday.

Mr. GARRETT of Teunessee. But we may not get that ay.

Mr. FLOOD. This bill was introduced by the gentleman frowm
Nebraska [Mr. Loseck]. and I suppuse he will have no objec-
tion to its going over without prejudice.

Mr, LOBECK. I suppose the gentleman from Wisconsin
would like to consider it further.

Mr. STAFFORD. That is mmy purpose, It is worthy of con-
gideration, because it involves a considerable amount.

Mr. LOBECK. All right,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin
asks unanimous consent that the bill be passed over without
prejudice. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

PORTRAIT OF WASHINGTON TO ARGENTINE REPUBLIC.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 6966) authorizing the Secretary of State to
procure a suituble portrait of Gen. George Washington and
present the same to the Military College of the Argentine He-
publie

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the lill?

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr. Spenker, reserving the right to ohject.
the amount involved in this bill is small, and the iden is com-
memlable. I wonder whether the coinmittee would not think it
advizable to place a limit on the sinount that may be expenmded
for other purposes than' the precurement of this portrait? The

Argentine Republic presented a phatograph. This great Re-
public desires to present a painting of our first President. It Is
o most laudable undertaking, but I do not helieve that the $3.000
appropriated, or the major portion of it. should be expendedl in
expense attending its presentation, as the bill might permit. I
think there should be some limit so that the major portion shounld
be expended on the portrait, frame. and inscription. There has
been no estimate made as to the cost of the painting, but if we
are going to present one, we want a titting one of the first Presi.
dent and not have the larger portion of it taken up with the ex-
pense of traveling and entertainment of a commission on the
part of those who may present the portrait to Argentina.

Mr. FLOOD. I do not think there is any intention to send any
commission to make the presentaution, It will be sent to the
Ameriean ambassador, and he will make the presentation. If
the gentleman has an amendment to prevent anything of that
kind, I will aceept it

Mr. STAFFORD, I have prepared an amendment, which
says:

Provided, That no more than $1.000 shall be expended for all other
g:l?aﬁn ex;‘?pt to procure the painting, frame, and inscription of the

portrait.
I think that is all right, but it would be better

Mr. FLOOD.
to make it $500.

Mr. STAFFORD. That woulid he more reasonahle.

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Spenker. I ask unanimous consent that the
bill may be considered In the House as in Committee of the
Whole,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia
asks unanimous consent to consider the bill in the House as in
Committee of the Whole. 1s there objection?®

There was no ohjection.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacied, ete., That as a mark of appreciation of, and esterm for,
the people of the Argentine Republic, the Secretary of Btate Is hereb
authorized and direeted te procure. frame, and have guitably 'Inm-ﬂlwdv,
a portait of Gen. (3eorge Washington. and to present the same to the
Military College of the Argentine Repuhlie.

Fec. 2. That the sam of $3,000, or so0 much thereof as may be neces-
gary to pay the expense of executing this act, Is hereby apprepriated,
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be
disbursed the tary of State.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend-
ment to be inserted at the end of sectlon 2,

The Clerk read as follows:

Inzert at the end of section 2 the following:

* Provided, That no more than $500 rball be expended for all other
purposes exeept the procuring of the painting, frame, and inscription of
the sald portrait.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and pussed.

On motion of Mr. Froop, a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.

PROTECTION OF MIGRATORY BIERDS.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was
the bill (8. 1553) to give effect to the convention between the
United States and Greant Britain for the protection of migratory
birds conciuded at Washington, August 16, 1916, and for other

pUrposes. "

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. HUDDLESTON. TReserving the right to object, T wonld
like to usk the gentleman from Virginia if it Is his intention to
press the bill?

Mr. FLOOD. No.

AMr. HUDDLESTON. I object.

UNITED BTATES COURT FOR CHINA.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 10243) to supplement existing legislation
reliutive to the United States Court for China and to increase
the serviceability thereof.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr., WALSH. I object.

INCREASE OF SALARY OF THE UNITED STATES MARSHAL, WESTERN
DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN. :

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. T796) to Increase the salary of the United
States marshal for the western district of Michigan.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there vbjection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Spenker, I s=sk unanimous consent that

-the bill be considered in the House as in Commitiee of the

Whole,
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska
asks unanimous consent to consider the bill in the House as in
Committee of the Whole. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ote., That from and after the passage of this act the
salary of thie United States marshal for the western district of Michigan
shall be at the rate of $4,000 a year.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Sroax, a motien to reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.

ROCKY MOUNTAIN NATIONAL PARE.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was
the bill (H. R, 171) to repeal the last proviso of section 4 of an
act to establish the Rocky Mountain National Park, in the State
of Colorado, and for other purposes, approved January 26, 1915.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr., STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, the bill
changes the limitation on the amount of appropriation that could
be made by Congress in the original law creating the Rocky
Mountain National Park only three years ago. I ask the gen-
tleman to withdraw this bill so as to give the committee an
opportunity to consider matters in connection with the admin-
istration of these national parks.

Mr. TIMBERLAKE. Mr, Speaker, I hope the gentleman will
not object to the consideration of this bill at this time. It is
true the prohibition was placed on it at the time of the organiza-
ion of the park, one of the most extensive parks in this coun-
iry, and yet this was the first park that was discriminated
against in this way. The gentleman from Wisconsin urges that
it be laid over in order that more information may be secured
from the department as to the necessity for additional appro-
priations for the parks. The Secretary of the Interior has re-
peatedly, during the three years since this inhibition was made,
recommended to Congress a larger appropriation, and gone into
details as to the necessity for a larger appropriation. There
have been more visitors to this park than to any other of our
national parks. Last year there were more than 135,000 people
visited it. It is not as accessible to people as it should be, and,
being the property of the United States, it seems to me that an
appropriation of $10,000 a year is hardly sufficient even for its
supervision, let alone any improvements necessary to bring the
park accessible to the people. It is not sufficient to make trails
and roads, and it does seem to me that, inasmuch as the Secre-
tary of the Interior could not get a larger appropriation, that
this inhibition should be removed. I want fo say further that if
this is done, making it possible for the Government to make a
larger appropriation—and I will say that the demand will not be
excessive—the people of Colorado, upon their own initiative,
are prepared to treble the amount appropriated by the Congress
out of the State funds in order to assist in the development
and improvement of this park.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr, Speaker, we nll remember when this
national park was created and taken under the supervision of
the National Government, We all recall that at that time
assurance was given that the National Government would not
be called upon to expend more than $10,000 in the maintenance
of that park. It was essentially a State park. The National
Government took it over, and there is now being presented the
very condition which anyone who is acquainted with the trend
of affairs to impose upon the National Government State func-
tions feared, namely, the limit is sought to be raised and the
whole burden of maintenance thrown upon the National Gov-
ernment, Unless the gentleman is willing to have this bill
passed over without prejudice, I shall be constrained to object.

Mr. TIMBERLAKE. Will the gentleman yield for a moment?

Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, just a few moments ago I wilhheld
a point of order that there was no guornm present, and I do
not wish to take up the time longer, because it is getting late
and it is Saturday afternoon.

Mr. TIMBERLAKE. Mr. Speaker, in view of the statement
of the gentleman, I ask unanimous consent that this bill be
passed over without prejudice, to go to the foot of the calendar,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was 110 objection.

: SALARIES IN CUSTODIAN SERVICE, TREASURY DEPARTMENT,

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 344) for the regulation of salaries in the
custodian service of the Treasury Department.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to inquire of the gentleman from Nebraska the per-
centage of increase this bill provides for these employees.

Mr. LOBECK. The average increase, according fo the re-
port on this bill, above what is paid now is 12.38 per cent.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, while I think there is no ques-
tion but that some of the salaries of these various employees
ought to be increased, in view of the fact that the other day
we passed a bill increasing the salaries of employees $120 a
year, and I take it that would include these comprehended in
this measure, and in view of the further fact that this is too
important a measure to be considered by unanimous consent at
this time of the day and in this day of the week, I trust the
gentleman will ask to have it passed over without prejudice
and go to the foot of the calendar.

Mr. LOBECK. Mr. Speaker, in view of what the gentleman
says, and because it is an important measure—we have had
continuous hearings on it—and these are the lowest salaried
men in any department——

Mr, WALSH. I notice that, and I think they are entitled to
the increases provided.

Mr, LOBECK. And if the gentleman will promise to give
this matter careful consideration so that we can take it up next
unanimous-consent day, I shall be glad to ask to have it go over.

Mr, WALSH. I shall be glad to give the matter the con-
sideration that it deserves.

Mr. LOBECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill be passel
over without prejudice, to go to the foot of the calendar.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

SALARY OF UNITED STATES MARSHAL, WESTERN DISTRICT OF
MICHIGAN.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inguiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state if.

Mr. RAKER. Was a motion made to reconsider the vote by
which the bill (H. R, 7796), to increase the salary of the United
States marshal for the western district of Michigan?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There was. The gentleman
from Nebraska [Mr. Sroan] made the motion.

Mr. SLOAN. I made the motion.

h(llr. RAKER. My recollection is there was no such motion
made,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There was a motion made to
reconsider. The Chair has a very distinet recollection. The
Clerk started to read the next bill just as the gentleman from
Nebraska [Mr. Scoan] made the motion.  He says he made it,
and the Chair remembers distinetly hearing him make it. Then
the Chair made the statement, “ Without objection it will be
so ordered,” and there was no objection.

Mr. RAKER. That statement settles it, of course.

LANXDS IN THE TOWN SITE OF PORT ANGELES, WASH.

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous
Consent was the bill (H. R. 5351) providing for the disposal of
certain lands in block 32, in the city of Port Angeles, State of
Washington.

The Clerk read the title of the bill. :

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I would like to ask the gentleman from Washington |Mr.
Haprey] if this is the measure that came up during the Sixty-
fourth Congress and on which there was considerable discussion
about the matter in which the then gentleman from Washington
[Mr. Humphrey] took a very prominent part?

Mr. HADLEY. No, Mr. Speaker, this bill has ne relation to
the bill of which the gentleman speaks, as far as I know;
because this was a bill which passed in the Senate in the
Sixty-fourth Congress, as I remember it, but it was not intro-
duced in this body and never was up in this House at all.
There have been other bills relating to property in this town
site, but nothing related to this, and nothing of the sume
nature, as far as I know.

Mr. WALSH. Well, reserving the right to object, will the
gentleman make a brief statement about the necessity for this
legislation?

Mr. HADLEY. I will be glad to do it; yes. The property is
located in a block which was reserved from sale when the
town site was to be disposed of. That is, I should say, it was
an original Government town site and this block was reserved.
In 1912 under an act passed by Congress provision was made
for the sale of all lots except those required for governmentnl
use. The Government investigated the matter and decided to
reserve for the Treasury Department three and for the Depart-
ment of Agriculture three. Those six lots have been set aside
and reserved. Seven lots have been sold and passed to patent.
Six are desired as excepted in the bill for governmental use,

leaving seven which have not been disposed of, and each of
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those lots by this hill wonld be sold under the terms of the act
of 1912 providing for apnraisement and sale.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HADLEY. 1 will

Mr. STAFFORD. Back in 1913 the Treasury Department
had reserved for its use lots 6 to 15. inclusive, and now their
decision as to the number of lots that may be needed for a
Federal huilding is of a more restricted amount. IHas the city
gone backward., so that the Treasury Department does not
believe s6 large a number of lots will be needed in the future
for the Government’s use?

AMr. HADLEY. Noj; but the Government has made investi-
gations and determined just what would be necessary and has
examined the physical conditions as they exist in that block. I
know what they are myself and T know that part of the prop-
erty which was reserved under that original order to which
the gentleman refers, was not suitable ut all, and It was net
contizuous, but had an alley separating It from the property
that is now reserved. The property now reserved consists of
three lots 150 feet wide hy 140 feet in depth with an alley in
the rear on the corner of a business street, and the other prop-
erty

Mr. STAFFORD. Is it not a fact the lots the Treasury now
reserves were included in the larger site reserved back in 19137

Mr. HADLEY. That is frue.

AMr. STAFFORD. Now, wll the gentleman explain the gen-
eral character of this block that is purtly reserved for the
Agricultural Departinent and partly for the Treasury Depart-
ment, whether there are any private buildings on that square
or block?

Mr. HADLEY. There are some private buildings on snme of
the lots, The act of 1912 gave n preferentinl right to purchase
to persons who were actuul settlers prior to a certain date, I
think in 1910. But that is not involved here, ret as a matter
of fact I take it that under the act of 1912 such land as may
be sold would carry a preferential right to those persons to
purchase who may have been bona fide settlers upon the land
prior to that date.

Mr. STAFFOILD. What is the population of Port Angeles?

Mr. HADLEY. T would estimate it at from 5,000 to 6,000
people.

Mr. STAFFORD. The land reserved under this bill for that
g;;!lk- building is a tract, according to the report, 300 feet by
250 feet.

Mr. HADLEY. It hus 150 feet frontage by 140 feet in depth.
I have not the repo

Alr. STAFFORD Wei! perhaps the gentleman is right. If
the gentleman Is right in that the size of these three lots is but
150 by 140, T wiil be obliged to object. because I believe that
would not be large enough for a public building.

Alr. HADLEY. The gentleman misumderstood my statement.
I did not say they were 50 by 140. 1 say 150 by 140.

Mr. STAFFOURD. I understand. The gentlemau does not
believe that a tract of land 150 feet by 140 is adeguate for a
Government building?

Ar. HADLEY. 1 do, indeed: and furthermore—

Mr. MONDELL. It is a quarter of a block.

Mr. HADLEY. If the geantleman will permit, the depart-
ment has passed upon it, and the report of the Seecretary says
it is adequate for the purposes of that town, And I am sure
if the gentleman will investigate the public buiklings fu the
past e will find that there are not many larger places.

Mr. MONDELIL. If the gentleman will permit, that is the
area ordinarily reserved. It is practieally a quarter of a bloek.
Except In a very large city, that is nbundant space for a pubtie
building and leaves sufficient space all around the building,

Alr. HARDY. I will sny that that is the size of a lot in a
town in my district—n quarter of a block.

Mr. STAFFORD.  These gentlemen hére are acquainted with
the size of land in small burgs on which they erect public build-
ings, and with which I am not so well acquainted, and I will
take their judgment about that. But I considered that in a
great and rushing city like "ort Angeles the population wonld
be so large that a small lot would not be useful for a Govern-
ment building and meet the needs of the Government service.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objeetion to the con-
sideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.
This bill is on the Union Calendar.

Mr. HADLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
this bill be considered in the House as in the Commitiee of the
Whole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Washing-
ton asks unanimons consent that the bill be considered in Lhe
House a8 in the Committee of the Whole, Is there objection?
[After u pnuse.] The Chalr hears none.

The Clerk will report the hill
The Clerk read as follows:

A bvinn (H R. 53 c}:wvlrllng for the d!sgosn! of errtain lands in block
the ty of Port Angeles, State of Washington.

Be it muud That all lots in block 82, in the e¢i'y of Port

I!gt‘h'l. State of “nsllngton now ressryed for Government purposes

an act entitled *An act previding for the reappralse..ent and

mll- af min lam‘ln in the tewn =ite uf PPert Angeh s, Wash., and for

roved March 16, 1912, except lots 1, & 9. 10, 1

and la, i1 be wed of umder aml purFsant to the visions o

sald act nl‘ March 10“1912. and the Seeretary of the Interior 1= hereby
directed to procerd at once to carry out the provisions of this act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The guestion is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the bill,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. HapLey, a motion to recomsider the vote by
which this bill was passed was Iaid on the table.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker. 1 desire to direct the attention
of the gentleman from California [Mr. Raxer]| that the gentle-
man from Washington [Mr. HapLey] meval to reconsider.

Mr. RAKER. And I want to say to the gentleman from
Massachusetts that there is no need for the gentlemun saying
that, because I am here attending to my husiness all the time.

Mr. STAFFORD. NMr, Speaker, I will make the point of no
quorum if there is going to be an altereation here.

BRIDGE ACROSS WHITE RIVER, FORRYTH, A0,

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimouns Conseng
was the bill H. It. 10365, granting the comsent of Congress to
the Forsyth special road «istrict of Taney County, Mo., to con-
struct a bridee across White River at Forsyth, Mo.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ls there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The (}lel'k will report the bill,

The Clerk rend as follows:

A bill (0. R. 103065) granting the consent of Co'ngm to the Forsyth
speeial road distriet of Tan~y County, Mo., to construct a bridge
across White Itlver at Forsyth, Me.

Be it _enacled, rtc., That the ronsent of Congress Is hereby granted
to the Forsyth speclal road district of Taney County, Mo.. and its
suceessors and assigns, to construct, maintain. and operate a bridge and
approaches thereto arross the White River at & point sultable te the
Interests of navigation, at or near Forsyth, Me., In the county of Taney
in the Btate of Missouri, in accordance with the provisions of the uci
entitled “An act to pogulate the construction of bridges over naviga-
bie waters.” approved March 23, 1906.

Bec, 2 That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the en-
grossment and third reading of the hill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. RusseLL, a mntion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

GRANT OF LAND TO CITY OF SAN DIEGO.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill II. I&. 10587, granting to the city of San Diego
certain lands in the Cleveland Nationnl Forest and Capitan
Grande Indian Reservation for dam and reservoir purposes for
the con=servation of water, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKEIl pro tempore. 1Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I will—

Mr, CARTER of Oklnhoma. Alr. Speaker, I reserve the right
to object.

Mr. CRAMTON. Does the gentleman care to make a state-
ment? Personally T feel that this bill is of entirely too much
importance to be taken up at this time of the week aml on this
calendar. If the gentleman desires to make a statement 1 will
withhold.

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker. this bill proposes
a grant to the city of San Diego of certnin lands, a small part
of which seem to be public lands but a larger portion Imdian
lands. Only a very small part seems to be public lands—a
portion of a park of something like 120 acres—amd some 2.000
acres of the land are Indian lands. What this bill proposes to
do is to take the land away from those Indians., which has
always been their homes. at some price fixed by the Secretary
of the Interior, aml purchasing them other Iamdl. There has
been for some time carried in the Indian appropriation hills
different sums of money for the purchase of land for homeless
Indians in California, and very little land has been purchased.
The result might be that these Indians would be left homeless,
in which ease the responsibility might fall on the Govermment
to furnish lands for them.

Mr. Spetker. this bill evidently should have gone to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affahrs, because it is a matter dealing wifh
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Indian lands in the main, and a matter dealing with getting
homes for these Indians, if they are left homeless by taking this
land away from them. The bill is doubtless intended to serve
a good purpose, and I have no doubt that it is drawn with proper
care, giving every protection to all the parties concerned, be-
cause it is reported by a committee which bears a reputation
for such conduct. I am not very jealous of the prerogatives of
committees, but I would like myself, personally, to make some
investigation of the bill before final action is taken by the House.
FFor that reason I believe that the bill ought to go over until
next unanimous-consent day.

Mr, RAKER. Mr, Speaker, may I just answer the gentle-
man’s statement?

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Yes.

Mr. RAKER. The matter referred to by the gentleman—that
it does take a part of the Indian reservation—is true. It takes
some 2,000 acres of an entire reservation of about 16,000 acres.
‘Bat the bill not only provides that there shall be condemnations
in the courts and judgment fixed as to the price and value of
the land but, in addition to that, the Secretary of the Interior
must approve that judgment and may assess any amount that
he may desire.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order
that there is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin makes the
point of order that there is no quorum present.

Mr. O'SHAUNESSY. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gen-
tleman to withhold his point of order. I want but one minute
of timme. We are within three bills of finishing this calendar.
We have been waiting patiently all the day. Our constituents
pay us for legislating and attending to the publie business.
Here we are in sight of finishing this calendar, and somebody
captiously makes the point of order.

AMr., STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order
when a gentleman says I do it “ captiously.” The bill he refers
to was considered 10 days ago.

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I move that the
House do now adjourn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee
moves that the House do now adjourn. The question is on
agreeing to that motion.

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an-
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it.

My, O'SHAUNESSY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division.

Mr, CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, how does this leave the status
of this bill?

The SPEAKER pro tempore, An objection was made.

Mr. RAKER. That does not dispose of it. .

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It disposes of the present con-
sideration of it.

Mr. (VSHAUNESSY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division on the
motion to adjourn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Rhode
Island demands a division on the motion to adjourn.

The IHouse divided ; and there were—ayes 18, noes 13.

So the motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and
45 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, March
25, 1018, at 12 o'clock noon.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Unider clause 2 of Rule XIIIT,

Mr. GOODALL, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights,
angd Measures, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 10852) to
previde for the appointment of a commission to standardize
serew threads, reported the same without amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 407), which said bill and report were
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows:

M. HULL of TIowa, from the Committee on Military Affairs,
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 7768) for the relief of
Edward Looby, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 406), which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which
was referred the bill (H. IR. 8655) to aehorize the Secretary of

the Interior to issue deed to G. H. Beckwith for certain land
within the Flathead Indian Reservation, Mont., reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 403),
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (H. R. 9865) to authorize the sale of certain lands to school
district No. 28, of Missoula County, Mont., reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 404), which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS,

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, billg, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. HAMILTON of New York: A bill (IH. R. 10974) to
provide for payment of expenses incurred by the Seneca Indians
in defending members prosecuted by the State of New York
for fishing on lands ceded by said Indians; to the Cominittee
on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. HULL of Towa: A bill (H. R. 10975) to establish a
home or homes for aged and infirm eolored people and working
girls and to establish an industrial farm and to aid people who
must move from the alleys on July 1, and to provide work for
the colored youth during the summer vacation ; to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. DOUGHTON : A bill (H. R. 10976) requiring the Gov-
ernment to furnish uniforms to officers of the Army or Navy, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KNUTSON (by request) : A bill (H. It. 10977) to pro-
vide additional revenue to defray war expenses and to accumu-
late a fund with whieh to pay the war bonds, and for other pur-
poses ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 10978) providing for the in-
terment of the bodies of the soldiers and sailors who died by the
sinking of the T'uscania, and the erection of a suitable monument
at Arlington National Cemetery ; to the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky (by request of the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia) : A bill (H., IR, 10979) to pro-
vide for the redistribution of general taxes and special assess~
ments due and payable on real estate in the District of Columbia
in cases of subdivision or sales of land therein; to the Com
mittee on the Distriet of Columbin.

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 10980) to regulate and license
the business of selling pianos, jewelry, furniture, clothing, and
other commodities on installment ; to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

By Mr. DILL: A bill (H. R. 10981) to provide revenue for
the support of the Army and Navy and provide for the common
defense and to defray war expenses, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. LUFKIN : Memorial of the Commonwealth of Massa-
chusetts, requesting the President and the Congress to devise
and enact measures for the drafting of aliens; to the Committee
on Military Affairs, .

By Mr. TINKHAM ; Memorial of the general court of the Com-
monwenlth of Massachusetts, requesting the President and the
Congress to devise and enact measures for the drafting of
aliens; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ASHBROOK : A bill (H. 1. 10982) granting an increase
of pension to Benjamin D. Barr; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 10983) granting an increase
of pension to Willlnm Warner; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. .

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 10984) granting an in-
crease of pension to IRleuben T. Berry; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BRITTEN : A bill (H. R. 10985) granting a pension to
Alice Morgan ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. It. 10086) granting
an increase of pension to William P, Underwood; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. COOPER of West Virginia: A bill (. R. 10987)
aranting an increase of pension to Augustus C. Godfrey; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CURRY of California: A bil! (H. RR. 10988) granting
a pension to John D. Gardenhire; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. DRUKKER : A bill (H. I&, 10989) granting an increase
of pension to Mary . Murray; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.
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By Mr. FRENCH : A bill (H. R. 10990) for the relief of John
K. Ashley, jr.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. GILLETT : A bill (H. R. 10991) granting a pension to
Kate Watson; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HAMILTON of New York: A bill (H. R. 10992) grant-
ing an increase of pension to George Merchant; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10993) granting a pension to William E.
Warren; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HAWLEY : A bill (H. R. 10994) granting an increase
of pension to Charles E. Blake; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. KEATING: A bill (H. R. 10905) granting a pension
to Mary J. Sharp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10996) granting an increase of pension to
Heury Stone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LITTLEPAGL A bill (H. R. 10997) granting an in-
crease of pension to William D. Medley; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also. a bill (H. R. 10998) to reimburse Tennie A. Anderson,
postmaster at Maplewood, Fayette County, W. Va., for money,
money orders, and postage stamps stolen; to the Committee on
Claims.

By Mr. IONGWORTH (for Mr. Herntz): A bill (H. R.
10999) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo G. Burdge; to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LUFKIN: A bill (H. R. 11000) granting an increase
of pension to James B, Wildes; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 11001) granting an increase
of pension to Adam Wooten; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
gions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11002) granting an increase of penslon to
Elizabeth Faris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11003) granting an increase of pension to
George W. Fulcher ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 11004) granting a pension
{o Jennie K. Burke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 11005) granting a pen-
sion to Addie L. Barr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 11006) granting an increase
of pension to Nathan Long; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 11007) granting a pension
to John P. Leonard; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. VESTAL: A bill (H. R. 11008) granting an increase of
pension to Myers Silvers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11009) granting a pension to Miranda Q.
Moore ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

y Also. a bill (H. R. 11010) granting a pension to Margaret L.
Cassady ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11011) granting an increase of pension to
Charles E. Hall ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WHITE of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 11012) granting a
pension to Calla R. Landsittel ; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11013) granting a pension to Barbara
Schroder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WHITE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 11014) granting an
increase of pension to John French; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11015) granting a pension to Meda I.
Dodge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 11016) granting an in-
crease of pension to Malberry Gasking; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. BARKLEY : Petition of Congress Heights Methedist
Epizcopal Church, favoring war prohibition; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CARY: Petition of the Old Line Life Insurance Co.
of America relative to payment of income tax; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Beloit,
Wis., against passage of compulsory Sunday-observance bill;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HILLIARD: Petition of Dean Swift, Wilkin Shel-
don, C. G. Webster, Mrs. Sady Simons, Susie M. I‘abllng, 0 H
Bonney, John W. Brunton, Grace E. Shannon, Mrs. M., H.
Mueh!lng, John Milton Walker, F. D. Foster, W. A. Golllugs,
John Huntington, Ethel V. I-luntington, N. R. Crooks, Mrs, E. D.
Humphrey, Helen D. Kohl, Mrs. W. E. Davis, Mrs. R. B. Hard-

man, E. G. Eger, and C. A. Taub, all citizens of the State of
Colorado, praying for immediate war prohibition; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Hess Kolienberg, of Denver, Colo., praying
for the repeal of that section of the war-revenue act providing
for increased postage rates on periodieals; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, resolutions adopted by the Missouri TFederation of
Women's Clubs, protesting against inereased postage rates on
periodicals; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Memorial of Foreign Service Camp, No.
87, United Spanish War Veterans, New York City, favoring
pensions for widows and orphans of Spanish War veterans; to
the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. LONERGAN : Petition of People’'s Church of Christ
of New Britain, Conn., favoring war-time prohibition; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. PRATT : Petition of Newark Valley Grange, No. 1422,

protesting against an order of the United States Food Adminis-

tr:;tt‘iuon relative to eggs and poultry; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

Also, petition of 26 members of the Chemung County Medical
Society, at Elmira, N. Y., urging passage of House bill 9563, to
give physicians who have been commissioned in the Medieal
Reserve Corps of the Army rank and percentage of such rank
equal to that given similar officers in the Navy ; to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of Connecticut State Council of
Defense, favoring increasing allowance for oflicers of the Army;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of Connecticut Hardware Association, protest-
ing against repeal of zone postal rate for second-class mail
matter; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

-Also, petition of L. P. Breckenridge, of Yale University,
against passage of House bill 2878, relative to metric system ; to
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures.

By Mr., VESTAL: Memorial of Major May Post, No. 244, De-
partment of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republie, asking for
inerease of pension for Civil War veterans to $50 per month; to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of citizens of Elmwood, Ind., favoring passage
g{ i’d:u'»: Moore purple cross bill; to the Committee on the Ju-

ciary.

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Memorial of Burleigh
County Farmers’ Union, Bismarck, N. Dak., favoring appropria-
tion for seed and feed in certain areas upon time; to the Coms-
mittee on Agriculture.

Also, memorial of Grand Forks Trades and Labor Assembly,
favoring the election and recall of Federal judges; to the Coms-
mittee on the Judiciary.

SENATE.
Moxbpay, March 25, 1918.

The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the
following prayer:

Almighty God, Thou who dost sit upon the throne of the
universe, we come reverently before Thee lifting up our hearts
in prayer. The dread alarm of nations calls us to prayer this
day. We seek Thy favor and Thy blessing, We present our-
selves to Thee with a consciousness of having come short of
Thy glory and having failed in much that Thou hast committed
to our hands in our national and personal life. We pray Thee
to forgive our sins. Cleanse us from our impurities. Give to
us the baptism of Thy spirit and the leadership of Thy spirit,
that we may yet accomplish Thy will in the earth through the
things that are pleasant in Thy sight. We pray that Thou wilt
make bare Thy arm to save, and lead the forces of justice and
liberty and truth to a final vietory. For Christ’s sake. Amen.

The journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and
approved.

ELIZABETH H. RICE ¥. UNITED STATES (8. DOC. NO. 205).

Mr. SMOOT. On Saturday last the Chair laid before the
Senate a communication from the chief clerk of the Court of
Claims transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and
conclusions filed by the court in the cause of Elizabeth H. Ttice
against the United States, which contained certain illustra-
tiong, and that they may be printed an order of the Senate must
be granted. I therefore ask that an order be made for the
printing of the illustrations.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The.Chair

hears none, and it is so ordered.
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